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Luna:, (>° die Februarii, 1854. 



Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed U. inquire into the Allegations of tlic 
Petition of J. P. Somers, Esq., complaining of Irregular and Unconstitutional Proceedings 
in the Matter of a Petition complaining of the Return of James Sadloir, Esq., for the 
Borough of Sligo, and praying for Redress. 



Mortis , II* die Fcbruani, 1851. 



Select Committee appointed of, — 
Henry Kcr Seymcr, Esq. 

The Honourable Edwin Laseellcs. 
Robert Ingham, Esq. 



John Arthur Roebuck, Esq. 
Edward Christopher Kgorton, Esq. 



Veneris, 1 7* die Februarii , 1854. 



Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for Persons, Papers, and Reeoida, 



Veneris, 3° die Marti/, 1854, 



Ordered, That the Committee have leave to proceed with Pour Members. 



Martis, 7* die Marlii, 1854. 



Ordered, That the Committee have power to Report their Observations, together with 
the Minutes of Evidence taken before them, to The House, 



REPORT 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE 
MINUTES OF EVIDENCE - 
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R E PORT. 



THE SELECT COMMITTEE appointed to inquire into the Allegations of 
the Petition of John Patrick Somers, Esq., complaining of Irregular and 
Unconstitutional Proceedings in the Matter of a Petition complaining of 
the Return of John Sailldr , Esq., for the Borough of Sligo, and praying 
for Redress, and who were empowered to Report their Observations, together 

with the Minuthh of Evidence taken before them ; Have considered 

the Matters to them referred, and agreed to the following REPORT: 



HPIIAT the Evidence tendered to Your Committee is of a somewhat contra- 
X dictovy character, but the following facts appear to be sufficiently established: 
That William Cullen and William Ormsby Rutledge were Sureties to Mr. Somers’ 
Petition against the Return of Mr. John Sadleir for the Borough of Sligo. 

That Michael Getliin, Solicitor, of Sligo, was instructed by James Walker, 
Mr. Sadleir’s agent, to make inquiries as to the solvency of the Sureties. 

That Michael Getliin employed for this purpose Henry and James Simpson. 
That Henry Simpson had several interviews with William Cullen, and with his 
father, David Cullen, for the purpose of inducing the former to get quit of his 
Recognizance. That the suggestion of a money payment came from Mr. William 
Cullen (as ho says), not intending it seriously, but that Mr. Simpson had no 
reason to doubt his willingness to get quit of his Recognizance, on the receipt of 
a sum of money. 

That eventually tlio two Cullens and the two Simpsons met at Michael Gethm’s 
office, and that a sum of £. 50 was offered by Gethin and James Simpson to 
David Cullen, in order to induce him to procure his son s signature to an affidavit 
(which he produced), giving a false statement as to the amount of property 
possessed by the said William Cullen. 

That the two Simpsons were engaged in similar transactions with William 
Rutledge and William Ormsby Rutledge, the other Surety to Mr Somers 
Petition. That they attempted, by offers of money to W'lh™ Ruded e to 
procure the signatures of William Rutledge and Wilham Orms^ Rutledg^ 
respectively to two affidavits (which were produced to the Co ) ’ f 

admitted to he in the handwriting of Michael Gethin, and *e other rn that ot 
Henry Simpson, both containing false statements ; respecting the proper^ 
said William Ormsby Rutledge, with a view to showing that ^ 
worth the money which he stated lie was worth in the affidavit annexed 
Recognizance of Mr. Somers’ Petition. 

That the main allegations of die ZSZ 

by persons who become sureties to Election 1 e 1 1 , 

That Michael Gethin is an Attorney, 

Election proceedings. That Henry ^“P 5 ™ That De ither 8 of these parties is m 
Union, and that James Simpson is a l arm van«sactions 

a position to plead ignorance for his share in these t.ansactions To 

78. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




f iv ] 



To Your Committee it appears, that the Evidence given by Henry Simpson, 
James Simpson, and Michael Gethin, was, by Its inconsistency ami evasiveness, 
disgraceful to those giving it. 

That the conduct of Michael Gethin, and Henry Simpson, and .lames Simpson, 
is deserving of the serious attention and animadversion ol llie House. 



That Mr. Sadleir docs not appear from the Evidence to have been personally 
implicated in or cognizant of these proceedings. 



7 March 1854. 
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE. 



Veneris , 17 ° die Februarii, 1854 . 



MEMBERS PRESENT; 

Mr. Ker Soy liter. I Mr. Roebuck. 

Mr. fjiiscclles. Mr. Egerton. 

Mr. Ingham. 

Mr. Larceli.es is called to the Chair. 

The Committee deliberated as to their course of proceeding. 

The Petition of Mr. John P. Soiucrs read. 

[Adjourned until Mouday next, at One o’clock. 



Lunas , 20 ° die Febrmrii , 1854 . 



Members all present. 

At the Meeting of tile Committee this day, Mr. Holmes appearing in support of the Peti- 
tioner, and Mr. Cappock oil behalf of Mr. Sadleir, were severally called in, and examined. 

The following Witnesses were ordered to attend on 
Michael (iet/dn, llaay Simpson , George Ventm, James C. S rnpson, Robert Graham, D 
Cullen, William Cullen, William Rutledge, William Ormsby Rutledge. 

[Adjourned until Monday, the 27th instant. 



Lunas, 27 ° die Febrmrii, 1854 . 



MEMBERS PRESENT: 



15 Mr. Kcr Seymer. ; 

Mr. Ingham. I 

A letter was read from Mr. lascelles, stating his 
day, on account of domestic affliction. 



Mr. Roebuck. 

Mr. Egerton. 

inability to attend the Committee this 



7 » 



Mercuru, 
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Mercuril , 1 ° die Mart:}, lS. r » J 



Mr. Ker Seyrner. 

Mr. Ingham. 

Mr. Roebuck. 

Report from the General Committee of Elections read, who were instructed t. . appoint a 
Member on the Sligo Borough Election Committee, in place, of Mr. Lasn’lles: 1 hut they 
had accordingly appointed Mr. Deciles to be a Member of the said Committee. 

Mr. Ker Seyrner is called to the Chair. 

Mr. Lawrence M act, man stated that lie appeared as Agent on behalf of tin* lYlilioncr, 
Mr. P. Somers ; and called the following Witnesses: — .David Ciilltm, William Cullen, 
William Rutledge, Patrick Somers, William Onus/,;/ Rutledge, 1 1, run/ Simpson, ll illium 
Simpson, Michael Ccthin, James Walker. 

[Adjourned until Tuesday next, at Twelve o'clock. 



Mortis , T dir. Marti/, IH54. 



M F.MBKKH 1*RES1JNT : 



Mr. Ker Seyrner. I Mr. Roebuck. 

Mr. Ingham. j Mr. Egerton. 

Order of The House of the 3d of March read. Leave to Committee to proceed with four 
Members. 

The Committee agreed to their Report. 

Ordered to report. 



LIST OF WITNESSES. 



Mcrcurii , 1" die Marti i , J85I. 



Mr. Lawrence Maclernau ------ pp. l. js 

Mr. David Cullen -------- - p. i 

Mr. William Cullen ------- - p. 7 

Mr. William Rutledge - - - - - - - - p. 1 L 

John Patrick Somers, Esq. - - - - - - - p. 14 

Mr. William Ormsby Rutledge - - - - - - p. 1 <» 

Mr. Henry Simpson - - - - - - - - p. IK 

Mr. James Simpson - - - - - - - - - p. 31 

Mr. Michael Gethin - - - - - - - - p. 38 

Mr. James Walker - - - - - - - - p. <17 
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 



Mercurii , 1* die Martii, 1854. 



MEMBERS PRESENT. 

Mr. Ker Seyraer. I Mr. Roebuck. 

Mr. Ingham. Mr. Deedes. 

Mr. ]E. C. Egerton. . I 

HENRY KER SEYMER, Esq., in the Chair. 



Mr. Lawrence Macternan , called in ; and Examined. 

1. Chairman.'] YOU, I understand, are on this occasion acting for Mr. 
.Somers ? — I am. 

2. With what part of the case do you intend to begin this morning ? — I intend 
to begin with the part of the case to show the means that were used to prevent 
the sureties to Mr. Somers’s petition from carrying their intention into effect, 
and the intimidation that was practised to try and prevail on them to withdraw. 

3. Mr. Roebuck.'] That is not in the petition, is it r — It is. 

4. Chairman .] What witness do you intend to call with that view ? — The first 
witness I intend calling is Mr. David Cullen. 

5. You have no actual knowledge of these facts to which you intend calling 
witnesses? — I have knowledge myself of portions of them, and I propose being 
•examined. 

6. Mr. Ingham .] Did you know anything of it till after the alleged proposals 
were made ?— No, I did not ; the portion of it that I know comes in in such a 
way, that to begin with it would, perhaps, not throw light upon the subject 



Mr. David Cullen , called in ; and Examined. 

7. Chairman, ,] WHERE do you reside?— At Castlecar, in the county of 

Leitrim, Ireland. _ _ , , 

8. What are you by profession ?— I am a Gentleman Farmer; 1 have been a 

land agent to several gentlemen in my time. . . 

9. You appear here to give evidence with regard to a petition which has been 
presented by Mr. Somers, complaining of some proceedings which took place m 
reference to the recognizances of his petition with respect to the hgo oroug 
— Yes. 

10. What have you to state with reference to that subject ?— What I ha-re to 
state is, that my son, William Cullen, had entered into a recognizance on the 
part of Mr. Somers for the prosecution of a petition ; he had joined with Mr. 
Rutledge in the recognizance for the prosecution of the petition against the 
return of Mr. Sadleir; and afterwards, on the 27th of July 1853, Hairy 
Simpson, who was, as I understand, and was acknowledged to be, an agent m 
the employment at that election of Mr. Sadleir s, came to my house. 

0.20. A 



Mr. 

L. Macternan. 



3 March 1854. 



Mr. C. Cullen. 
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.Mr. lJ. Cullen. 



1 .March 1854. 



2 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 

i]. Mr. Roebuck.] You say you understand; do you say that of your own 
knowledge, or did you learn it of anybody eise? — From himself. 

J2. Chairman.'] What passed then? — Me asked me was my son at home- 
I told him he was lying sick: he wished to see him; I told him he could not 
see him, he was so unwell. He said, then, he might as well not lose any time 
in telling me his object in coming from Sligo to my house, a distance of about 10 
miles ; that he understood my son had become security for Mr. Somers’s petition 
and that he wished to inform me of the dangerous situation he had »ot himself 
into by becoming such security ; and that he might calculate upon beino- the 
loser of at least 500 1. 

13. Mr. E.C. Egerton.]^ When did you make that note which you hold in 
your hand ; did you make it at the time ? — I made this note, as far as the first 
day’s conversation goes, the day following. He said that a Mi-. Irvine, who 
was security in a similar petition against the return of Mr. Townley, at a former 
election, was likely to be at a very serious loss, and that at that moment there were, 
1 think he made use of the word, attachments against him for part of the costs 
of the prosecution of that petition, and that he, coming to the knowledge of the 
dangerous situation in which my son had got, had come out to caution me 
against it, on account of a friendly feeling towards me and my family. I thanked 
him, at the same time saj’ing, that I had 110 knowledge of Mr. Somers, nor had 
my son, but that I had a knowledge of my friend Mr. Macternan, and that it 
was he who Avas the cause of getting my son to go security, and that I was 
astonished that Mr. Macternan would bring us into such difficulties, if difficulty 
it was, or into such a dangerous position ; words to that effect. He said that 
he had no doubt of Mr. Macternan’s friendship towards me, but that he was a 
simple sort of man, and though lie Avas sure that he wished the part of my 
family Avell, still he would do a thing that would lead him into a similar diffi- 
culty. I was very much alarmed at the lime, to tell you the truth, at paying 
the 500 1. or 1,000 1 for a man that we never knew; that it would be too 
serious a matter for people of our circumstances. 

14. Mr. Roebuck.'] What occurred then ?— In the course of a little, he said 
he would contrive a way for it. ; it was not altogether that language he made use 
of, but that he would tell us a way through which we could get out of it. 

15. Chairman.] Can you tell us what he said exactly; the words he used?— 
He would tell us how Ave could get out of it, and that was by writing a letter to 
the Speaker of the House of Commons, saying, that he withdrew his recog- 
nizance ; and he offered at the same time to draft such a letter as might be 
necessary ; I rejected his services, knowing well that if my son and I concluded 
upon such a course, I was fully capable to draft the letter myself, as well as he 
was, or better ; and then I began to think that friendship was not altogether the 
cause of his A-isit ; he left then, and I went into my house, to the bedroom of 
my son ; I told my son, as Avell as his wife and his mother, the object of 
Mr. Simpson's call. 

16. Is your son here? — He is here. The .family were greatly alarmed at 
first ; and, indeed, for a little the alarm did not altogether subside ; but, upon 
my son and me talking over the matter, we concluded that friendship Avas 
not the object, but that the object Avas to upset Mr. Somers’s petition. 

17. Mr. Roebuck.] That was your conclusion? — That was our conclusion; 
and I said, “ If Mr. Simpson calls again, or has any conversation with us, I 
" ill take memorandums of every Avord which falls from him, or of the principal 
subject of the words that fall from him, and something may turn out useful on 
the petition. ’ I should haA r e said, that before his leaving Castlecar, he went so 
far as to ask me to go to Sligo the following day, and to get my sou to put his 
name on a blank sheet of paper, and that that 'sheet of paper could be filled up 
as a letter, directed to the Speaker of the House of Commons, Avhich I also 
refused ; that Mr. Gethin and he, with some others, Avould write such a letter 
above my son’s name as would get him out of his recognizance, that letter being 
directed to the Speaker of the House of Commons, he being then unwell, and 
not able to write. 

1 8. Chairman.] What did you say to that proposal ? — I rejected it. He then 
asked me to go to Sligo the following day, that he and others might have a con- 
versation with me on the subject. I refused, but said that in a little I had 

other 
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other business to Sligo ; on which he said he might see me. Then, on the 2d 
of August 1853, m\' son and I went to Sligo. 

19. Mr. Roebuck.'] What occurred then ? — Mr. Simpson met me ; in fact, he 
was looking out for my son nearly the whole day ; we avoided meeting him till 
the evening. 

20. Just let me see those notes ? — (The Witness handed the same to the 
Honourable and Learned Member.) 



21. Mr. Ingham.) Where did your son avoid seeing him? — In the town of 
Sligo, in August ; that was the first time my son saw him. • 

22. Chairman.] You and your sou were both there on the 2d of August? — 
We were. 

23. Mr. Ingham.] Had your son recovered in the meantime: — He had 
recovered in the meantime, and he travelled with me to Sligo. 

24. Mr. D cedes.) Had you given any notice to the parties that you were 
coming ? — None whatever ; in fact we wished to avoid them. Until the evening 
of that day he did avoid meeting him, and when he saw him in the street, he 
went into Mr. Mactevnan’s house to avoid him. Mr. Simpson saw him, and he 
went into the house opposite, and stopped in the house opposite to Mr. Macter- 
nan’s till my son came out ; he followed us up to the hotel, where we were just 
about starting for home, and then the conversation in that note occurred. 

25. Mr. Roebuck.) Tell us what that conversation was? — He continued 
trying to impress upon our minds the dangerous situation he had got into by 
entering into his recognizance ; the danger of it, the losses of it, and ail that 
kind of thing. He told the way that we could get out of it ; that was repeating 
the letter to the Speaker of the House of Commons withdrawing his security ; 
and he said to him in reply, turning in this kind of way, “Why, at the late 
election for the borough of Sligo 1 understand there was nothing but bribery 
and corruption carrying on, and what will you give me if I withdraw the 
recognizance ?” 

26. Your son said that? — He did ; “ You will get a good situation or money 
to please you,” was the reply ; “ and who is better able to give it to you than 
a Lord of the Treasury ?” That is the chief part of the substance of that day. 

27. What answer did your son make to that proposition ?— Nothing. 

28. He said nothing in reply ? — Nothing. 

29. He kept himself perfectly mute ?— He might make use of a word that I 
cannot recollect. 

30. You do not recollect what answer your son made then /—No, 1 do not 



recollect. 

31. But you will not say that your son did not make an answer?— I will 

n °3 2. Then you will not say that your son did not accept the offer?— Most 
undoubtedly he did not ; and he would not at any time. 

33. Then you went home? — We went home. 

34. What occurred then r— What occurred then is in that memorandum. 

31. Chairman.] Do you want the date ? \ es. 

36. Mr. Roebuck .] the 3d of August; what occurred then .—{The Witness 



looked at the memorandum.) , 

37 • Cannot you recollect without refreshing your memory ?— Not as to dates. 
38. But as to facts?— Not very well ; this is of assistance to me. 

30. Would not you recollect so remarkable a circumstance as this that yo 
are relating now ?— They were pretty much all of the same nature. 

40. Then there is no reason why you should not recollect them . 

Castlecar again on the 3d of August. written 

41 . Mr. Ingham.) When was that memorandum wntten ?— This was written 

th T y C^a^Tt cannot you recollect without the aid of that ? -He catue 
£ I did not say “No ’’then r-He neither said, No,” nor « Yes ; and 

0.20. A 2 



Mr. D. Cul'en. 



l March 1854. 
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BIr. Z>. Cullen. Be wanted him to go into Sligo, and that he thought he would get him 50 l. in 
place of the 30 ?. 

1 March 1854. 46. What answer did your son make to that ?— Neither accepting it nor 

refusing it. 

47. l>id he bid any higher ? — No. 

48. Mr. Ingham.] Your son neither accepted nor refused it ; but did he say 
that he would go into Sligo ?— He did not ; and he did not go, except on busi- 
ness, afterwards. 

49. Mr. Roebuck.] What occurred then ? — On the 4 th of August he and I 
went to Sligo. 

50. Your son and you?— Yes; we met with Henry Simpson and James 
Simpson. 

.51. Where did you meet with him? — In Sligo. 

52. Sligo, I suppose, is a large place ; did you meet him accidentally, or did 
you tell him that you would meet him ? — We did not tell him we would meet 
him ; we might have told him that we would be in Sligo. 

53. Mr. E. C. Egerton.] Where did you meet him there ; in the street ? — Yes, 
at the hotel. 

54. Mr. Roebuck .] But the hotel is not the street ? — The Mall, Gore-street, 
where we stopped at an hotel. 

55. Did you meet him in the hotel, or did you meet him in the street? — The 
street ; he saw us stop at the hotel. 

56. What occurred then? — Fie asked my son, William Cullen, to go with him. 
to Attorney Gethin’s office. 

57. What did your son do ? — And saying that they would pay him there 50 1. 

58. He said that? — Yes. 

59. Chairman.] Which of the Simpsons ? — Both of them ; they were there 
jointly. 

60. " Mr. Roebuck.] But did they both speak; did they both say that, or 
standing together, do you assume that they spoke together as one man ? — They 
both spoke in their turn, whatever you may make of it. You may ask me to do 
a thing, and this gentleman may ask me to do the same thing the next second. 

61. Then we should both ask you to do the same thing, and I ask you that- 
question ; did both the brothers make that proposition ? — Certainly. 

62. "What did your son do ? — He went with them. 

63. You did not go with him ! — I stopped at the hotel. 

64. What occurred after that ? — In a few minutes Janies Simpson returned to 
me at the hotel. 

05. What then ? — And he said, that his brother and my son had sent for me 
to go to Mr. Gethiu’s office ; I went to Mr. Gethin’s, and was conducted into 
the drawing-room by Mr. Gethin and James Simpson ; Henry Simpson and my 
son were not there then ; Mr. Gethin said he had gone out to the bank, and 
left them both there, but that they had gone before he returned. 

66. What occurred then ! — I had a good deal of conversation on the subject. 

67. Did you express any willingness to receive money? — Indeed I never did, 
and never had the slightest intention to take it, nor had my son. 

68. Then what took you to that house r — He asked me to go there ; he said, 
they wanted me. 

69. Your son went for the purpose of getting money? — He went there, not 
for the purpose of getting money, for he had never intended to take money. 

70. But he gave Mr. Simpson to understand that he went there for the pur- 
pose of getting money ? — Mr. Simpson might conclude that he did. 

7 1 . What occurred afterwards ? — They got into conversation, the same as the 
first. 

7 2. You have not brought your son back yet ? — No. 

73. You are with Mr. Gethin alone ? — Exactly. 

74. What occurred then ? — What occurred then was this: Mr. Gethin had a 

bundle of notes in his hand, and he laid it. down on the table, and James 
bimpson put over his hand and said 

75. You have not brought James Simpson there yet ? — Yes. 

76. Chairman.] James came and fetched you, and told you that the other 
Simpson and your son were away ? — He followed me there, saying that they 
warned me ; but when 1 went there they were away. 

77. Sir- 
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77. Mr. Roebuck .] What did he do? — He took the notes from before Mr. 
Getliin, and he put them over to me, and desired me to count them. 

78. Did you count them? — I did not; I saw them afterwards, but I would 
not count, them, nor touch them. 

79. What occurred then ? — When he saw I would not take up the notes, or 
count them, he took them himself, and he placed them exactly before me on 
the table : a 20 A note, a 20 /. note, either three or four 2 l. notes, and the remainder 
in 1 /. notes, up to 50 /. 

80. Simpson did that? — Simpson did that. 

81. What occurred then? — He said to me, “Take them now, and get your 
son to swear this affidavit.” 

82. What occurred then? — He gave me au affidavit that they had prepared 
to read. 

83. Did you read it? — I did : and that was an affidavit, the purport of which 
I have on my mind. 

84. What became of that affidavit ? — I left it in the office with them. 

83. What was the purport of the affidavit? — The purport of it was, to say 
that when he entered into the recognizance he had made a miscalculation as 
regarded his property, but that now, upon more minute consideration, he found 
he was not worth the penalty mentioned in the recognizance, 500 /. 

86. What occurred then r — I told him he could not swear that; “ He cannot 
swear that,” was my answer. 

87. Mr. Ingham. J Did you say why ? — I did. 

88. Tell us the whole you said ? — “ He cannot swear that;” “ I know he can- 
not,” said Mr. Getliin, “'for he told me so ; but if he passes you an I O U, or a 
bond for 500 /., and becomes your debtor, he can then swear the affidavit.” ** He 
cannot do so even then, after doing that,” said I ; “it would take a couple oi 
thousand.” “Then it is no matter what the amount, is, ouly to become your 
debtor for so much as would leave him not worth 500 /. 

89. That was Mr. Getliin ?— Yes ; and Mr. Simpson reiterated the same 



it? — I got entirely disgusted with 



words. 

go. Mr. Roebuck.'] What did you say to that? 
him, knowing that it was as much perjury 

91. Never mind about that ; what did you do ; we do not want to know your 

thoughts, but what you said and what you did ? — Henry Simpson came in then, 
and said that Mr. Somers’s friends (I think he mentioned some of them, but I 
cannot recollect now whom he mentioned,) offered to give my son an inaemmty, 
and that he then would uot withdraw the recognizance at all, but that, he nng-it 
do it if they would not give him an indemnity. „ ... 

92. Did you make any observation upon that ! — I told Henry Simpson attei- 
wards, if they gave us au indemnity, we would not take 5 , 000 /. and uo it. 

93. What was the upshot of the meeting ; what occurred tnen lhat. was 

the upshot of it; I left. . T u j 

94. Did you see those people afterwards : — I did ; I saw Henry bimpson, 1 

think, about a month afterwards. . . ... , . 

95. Did anything occur then?— There is only one thing which occurred then 

that 1 have a recollection of ; I took no note alter that. . , 

96. Mr. E. C. Egerton.] Did your son come back with you on the former 

occasion ? — He did not. ,. . . 

97. When did you see your son again that day ?— In a few minutes. 

08 Where ? — At Mr. Macternan’s. . . 

on Chairman .] What took place when you saw Mr. Simpson a month after- 
wards • anything 1- He said that he thought the petition would be settled, and 
that my son inifht get out of the dangerous position he was tn ; that it would 

not he uiedjju reason for that opiniou ? He gave 

some°inasons for that opinion® that Mr. Somers would take money, and that 
Mr. Townley offered himT.OOOl on a previous occasion. I said, 1 understood 

M aoi°Thatt U n“?inthe petition at all t-No ; I only say so in consequence of 

“ *“■ p etition ? - Ko - He iaid tl,atl “ 

thought this petition would not be prosecuted. 

T03 That is all that passed between you and Mr. Simpsou '-That is aU that 

0.20. A ^ 



Mr. D. Cullen. 



l March 1854. 
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Mr. D. Cullen. 



l March 1854. 



passed of any consequence ; various little words might pass which I cannot 
repeat. 

104. Mr. E. C. Egerton .] Did you see him again after the month?— I have 
seen him several times since. I have seen him several times since I came to 
London. . . 

io> Mr. Ingham.'] What is vour son by occupation ?— A tanner. 

106. He lives with you ?— We live in the same house. 

10-. You said that vou were a gentleman farmer ; do you occupy your own 
land/or rent it ? — We rent the farm we live on ; we have fee-simple property. 

108. What are your son’s means derived from? — From lands. 

1 oq! That he occupies ? — Tenants occupy them, and he occupies part himself. 

He occupies 1,000 acres of a fee-simple estate. 

1 10. What is Mr. Henry Simpson ? — He had been a farmer ; he is now Living 
in Sligo ; I hardly know. I think he is some kind of ship agent, or something 
about the quay. 

111. And what is his brother James r — A farmer. 

1 12. Chairman.] What is Mr. Gethin ? — An attorney. 

1 13. Mr. Deedes.] You said that on the 4th of August you went to an hotel 
at Sligo, and that the two Simpsons asked your son to go to Mr. Gethin’s office 
to receive some money ? — Yes, I think so. 

114. And vou said that Mr. Simpson, who went with him, might conclude 
that he would accept the money ? — Mr. Simpson might. 

115. Do you recollect the words which your son used when lie consented to 
go, having been asked to go and receive the money t I do not recollect. 

\ i( 5 . Mr. Roebuck.] But he went upon that invitation ?— He did. 



nothing at a „ w . - 

freeholder of Leitrim, and often take part in elections there. 1 have acted as 
deputy sheriff at different elections in Leitrim. 

1 1 0. Were you in the habit of going into Sligo on business ? — Very much. 

1 20. Mr. Ingham.] What took your son to Sligo on the 2d of August ? — 
We had private business on each day. Henry Simpson wanted me to go par- 
ticularlv to Sligo, and 1 refused till the day that' I should go on private business ; 



in fact, by appointment. 

121. Air. E. C. Egerton.] Did you know this Mr. Gethin before?— Yes ; I 
knew him a little ; I knew he was a professional man. 

122. Have you ever done business with him as a professional man? — He has 
never done business for me as a professional man. 

1 23. Was that the first time you had been in his office r— The first time I 
was ever in his office. 

124. Mr. Ingham.] You mentioned the substance of the draft affidavit that 
was read to you ? — I did. 

125. Did you see the affidavit itself? — I did, and read it. 

126. Should you recognise it if you saw it again ? — I think I should. 

127. Mr. Deedes .] Do you know in whose handwriting it was? — James 
Simpson said on the moment, “ This is in your handwriting,” to Mr. Gethin. 

1 28. In your presence r — In my presence. “ It is not,” said Mr. Gethin ; “ it 
was sent to me in that way.” 

129. You do not know whose writing it was ?— 1 do not. 

130. You had seen affidavits before, i suppose ? — Indeed I had, numbers. 

131. Mr. Macternan {through the Committee ).] Did Henry Simpson produce 
to you letters which he had received from London, stating to him what course 
he ought to pursue ? — He did produce two letters to me ; not on the same day. 

132. Chairman.] Did you read them?— He had one in his hand, and I just 
looked over some of it, and saw it was a letter from Mr. Walker. 

1 33. Do you know the handwriting ? — No ; I could not swear to the hand- 
writing. 

134. But you saw the signature ? — I saw the signature. 

135. What Christian name ? — James Walker. 

136. Air. Ingham.] Who is Mr. Walker ?— Air. Sadleir's solicitor. 

137. But you say you do not know the handwriting ? — No ; I could not swear 
to it. 



138. Is Mr. Simpson here? — He is. 



139. Which 
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139- Which of the two Simpsons was it '-Henry Simpson; he said the 
letters were rrom Mr. Walker. r 

. ' 4 °- M >' Madman ( through the Committee ).] Did Henry Shnraon at am- 
time say that any other person would take the 50 and that he would rather 
you should get it r-He did ; he said that Mr. Rutledge, the co-security of Mr. 
Somers, would take the 50/., and that he would much sooner that I should o-et 
it, or that my son should get it. “ Now,” said he, if you do not take it, Mr 
Rutledge will take it.” 

Mi . What did you say to that ?— I never consented to take it; I would rather 
he had done it. than m3' son. 

142. Mr. Roebuck.] What did vou say to that statement?— I desired him to 
go and get Mr. Rutledge to take it ; that I should be much better pleased at 
Mr. Rutledge taking it than my son. 

143. Mr. E. C.Egerton .] At which of the different interviews did he sav 
this r — There were various interviews of the same nature. 

144. Did he mention it more than once ? — He did several times; and I recol- 
lect afterwards telling him, “ Surely it will answer all your purpose, if Mr. 
Rutledge does that, and do not mind us.” 



1 45. Chairman.] It was Henry Simpson who mentioned it several times ? — Yes. 

146. Is that memorandum, which you have referred to so often, in your own 
handwriting ? — That memorandum is in my handwriting, with the exception of 
what occurred that I was not present at, and that is my son’s handwriting ; 
I will explain, perhaps, for your satisfaction sake; up to this part occurred what 
lie had no cognizance of at all ; he was in his bed. 

M 7- Mr. Ingham.] You wrote to there? — Exactly; we go mutually then to 
where I signed it. 

148. Mr. Roebuck.] It is all in one handwriting ? — This is not. 

149. But this is? — This is my handwriting to this part; it is mutual then, 
and when I wrote it, I gave it to him to read it, and see whether it was correct; 
this ( pointing to another part) is what I have no knowledge of; the other part is 
in my own handwriting. 

150. Mr. Deedes.] In any of the evidence which you have given to-day 
before the Committee, have you refreshed your memory from any part of that 
paper which was not written by yourself ; I understand you to say that part of 
that paper was written by yourself, and that some was written by another 
person ; I want to know whether, in the evidence which j'ou have given here 
to-day, you have refreshed your memory from any part of that paper which .was 
not written by yourself, but by somebody else? — No; the part of that memo- 
randum not written by me 1 have had no reference to to-day at all. 

151. Mr. Macternan (through the Committee ).] Do 3-011 recollect an obser 
vation made by Henry Simpson, as to his usefulness to Mr. Sadleir at the pre- 
vious election for Sligo ? — I do ; he mentioned to me that he was a very simple 
sort of man himself, but still that he understood as much as led him to think 
that we must be very great sufferers if we did not withdraw the recognizance. I 
said to him, “ If report tells truth, you were a very useful man to Mr. Sadleir 
at the last election,” and he said he was. 



Mi*. William Cullen , called in ; and Examined. 

152. Chairman.] ARE you the son of the last witness ? — Yes. 

153. You are one of the sureties to the petition against the return of Mr. 
Sadleir for the borough of Sligo ? — Yes. 

154. You became surety at the request of that gentleman r — ( pointing to 
Mr. Macternan .) — Yes. 

155. Tell us what took place with reference to 3’our withdrawing, for any 
reason, the suretv’ship into which you had entered ? — The first time I met Mr. 
Simpson was in Sligo, but I understood he was at the house before that. 

156. Which Mr. Simpson? — Henry Simpson. 

157. Can you give'us the date ? — On the 2d of August. 

158. What took place ?— Hearing that he was one of Mr. Sadleir’s bribe 
agents, I avoided him as much as possible that day in Sligo. I did not wish to 
meet with him, guessing what he was at and his intention, but just as I was 
about leaving the town I saw him and m3' father in conversation. 

159. In the street? — No, in the house where we put up our horse; I walked 
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ut> to them, and Mr. Simpson immediately commenced explaining to me the 
nature of their conversation, and wished me to withdraw my recognizance. 

160. Mr. Roebuck.] You walked up to him then, though you had avoided lam 
all the day before ?— 1 saw that I could not get away without seeing him. 

161 Chairman 1 Were you personally acquainted with him before . I was. 
bi' Mr Si .1 What occurred then?-He said that he had a great 
rewarf for the family, and that he was very sorry to see the mess that we had 
■rot ourselves into by going security, and that we should get out of it. I said to 
hta then hit at once. “ As far as I understand, Mr. Sadleir has given urge 
amounts of money in bribery and corruption at the last election and what will 
voc vive me if I withdraw my security, if it upsets this second petition ■ 

J l6q Then you oave Mr. Simpson to understand that you were ready to be 
bribed too ’-Yes - I had no notion of being bribed at the time ; knowing Mr 
Somers to be an injured man. and badly treated, I thought that something might 
turn up to his advantage ; that something might arise out of this ; that was my 

lnt i;i'°So at thS t vou laid a trap for Mr. Simpson?— You may consider that. 

fis Wliar dill lie sav 7 —He said, “ You will either get a good situation or as 
mnlfmone at witSyyou i and who is better able to do so than Mr. Sadleir, 
a Lord of the Treasury, and who has got several brothers-in-law in Pailiainent 
1 ( 56 . What answer did you make r— I do not recollect saying much further 

th i6 7 th Did you state any sum that would satisfy you?-No, I did not ; not upon 

168 J Did you ever afterwards? — I think I did. . . 

i6q You actually stated the sum that would satisfy you 7 — The day after. 

,7? So that you not only told Mr. Simpson that you would accept a bribe, 
but vou told him what sum you would take r -I did the day after ; he came to 
Castiecar the day after ; he asked me what would satisfy me- 

171. Chairman: ) Is that all that took place that day at Sligo ?— That is all 

that I can recollect. „ , . 0 

, 72 . Mr. Deedes.] Was your father then close to you ?—He was 

173. Mr. Roebuck.] What sum did you say would satisfy you ?— I told him 

150 / I thought, was little enough. — . 

174. Chairman.'] When was this; the next day ?— The next day, at Castiecar, 

at my own house. . . , , , , , , 

,4 He came there r— Yes, he did ; lie drove out theie. 

176. Mr. Roebuck.-] What did he say, when you said 130 l. r— He said that he 
thought it was too much, but that he was authorised to give me 30 /., and that 

considered that too little, and that he would not recommend me * £ k = 3 ° £ ht ho 

177. I suppose he kindly recommended 50 /.? — Yes, he did , he thou 0 

Sll °i7^. S Wha 7 did yousay^o that ?— I said, I thought it would not do; that I 
was not inclined to take less. v 

1-0 That you were not inclined to take less than 1506 . les. 

1 So. I suppose you never disabused Mr. Simpson, and told him that this was 

all fun on vour part, did you ?— I did not T ... 

1 8 1 You left him to the last to believe that you would be bribed (— 1 did- 
182. And for all that he knows to this present moment, you are willing to tie 
bribed?— I think he knows to the contrary. 

183 He never offered vou the 150 /., did her b»o, he did not. . . , 

184 Then how does he know that you would not have taken it?— He thinks 
that I would have taken it, I suppose, if I had been inclined to take it 

18-;. But how would he know that you would not take it?— I cannot sa\. 

186. Chairman.] What took place more at your own house r— He entere 

into great lengths, stating the danger I was in. . , T , tT , , A h . 

187. Mr. Roebuck.] What was the danger you were m?— That I should be 
obliged to pay the amount of my recognizances, 500 /. 

1 8S. That was all he said ?— Yes, that was the chief thing. 

189. Chamnan.] Did he suggest to you how you were to withdraw them, 0 
to get out of them? — I went to Sligo the day after. 

Too. But at that time did he suggest to you any means of getting out 01 t 
recognizance?— Yes, he did ; he said something about writing a letter to witli- 

^ raw - 191. Mr. 
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igi. Mr. Roebuck.] Had you perfected the recognizances then ?— I had. 

192. Chairman.] Tell us what took place the next day? — I met him in 
Sligo. 

193. Did you and your father go into Sligo ? — We did, on the 4th. 

194. Mr. Roebuck.] You met him there, according to appointment ? — Yes, I 
did ; I wrote part of the memorandum. 

195. You appointed to meet him there, then ?— I did. 

7 96. For what purpose ? — Just to see how far he would go. 

197. But what, did you tell him was the purpose of your appointment ? — That 
I would see him the next day in Sligo. 

198. Giving him to understand that you were open to this bribery ? — Yes. 

199. And that you would do what he desired ? — No: I cannot say that. 

200. Chairman.] That you would see him in reference to this transaction, at 
all events ? — Yes. 

201. Mr. Roebuck.] I suppose you gave him to understand that you were 
willing to accept the money? — He might understand so. 

202. What occurred when you got there ? — He said that he was not authorised 
to give over 30 1. 

203. But he told you that before ?.— Yes. 

204. What did he tell you on the 4th ? — He told me that. 

205. Chairman.] Where did you see him ? — In Sligo. 

206. At what place in Sligo ? — I cannot recollect ; I met him different times 
during the day in the street. 

207. Mr. JDecdes.] Did you go to any office with him? — I did after this. 

208. Whose?— He said that he would go and see the parties, and that he 
thought he should get 50 1., and that that was as far as he supposed they would 
go ; then I told him I would not take less than 100 1. 

209. Mr. Roebuck.] So that you came down 50 /. ? — I did. 

210. Still giving him to understand that you were open to bribery ? — Yes ; 
he went then, he said, to see the parties, and I met him afterwards. 

211. Did you meet him by appointment afterwards; did you tell him you 
would meet him ? — Yes, I told him he might see me afterwards, and so he did, 
and said he would get me 50 /. 

212. What then occurred? — He asked me then to go to Mr. Gethins office 
with him. 

213. Did you go ? — I did, with him and his brother James. 

214. What occurred then? — We entered into conversation about the re- 



cognizance. 

215. Did you see Mr. Gethin ? — I did. _ 

216. What occurred between you and Mr. Gethin? — He said that 1 s.iould 
not be making the matter a point of honour, as I seemed to be. 

217. A point of honour whether you should accept 150 l. or 100 /. - That I 
should withdraw the recognizance. 

218. Mr. E. C. Egerton.] Did you send for your father to the hotel from Mr. 
Gethin’s office? — Yes, I did. 

219. You sent Simpson ? — Yes, one of the Simpsons. 

220. Chairman.] But what passed between you and Mr. Gethin before you 

sent for your father ; tell us all that passed? -I said to Mr. Gethin that 1 sup- 
posed I could not get out of it. , , 

221. Mr. E. C. Egerton.] Who began the conversation ; did he speak to you 

first on the subject, or did you begin ? — I cannot recollect who began ; there 
were four or five of us. - 

222. Chairman.] You said that you supposed you could no- get out nt it. 

That I could not get out of the recognizance. , T :r r 

223. Mr. Roebuck.] What did he say to that?— He said that I could if I 
liked ; that it was quite time enough. 

224. How?— By withdrawing; by sweanng an aiMavit. 

■225. What was the affidavit? -He asked the Simpsons tf they had showed me 
the affidavit. “ Where is it?” said he. So he got the affidavit and handed it 
to me. After I read it, I told him that I could not swear it. V ell. said he, 
“ then we will put it in such order that you may swear U 

206. Mr. Ineham.] You say you could not swear it . res. 

227. Did you tell him why you could not swear itr— Tiiat I was worth more 

P r0 P ert y- „ 228. Than 

0.20. D 



Mr. IV. Cullen ~ 
1 March 1854. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




10 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 



Mr. W. Cullen. 



i March 1854. 



228. Than was seated in the affidavit?— Yes. 

229. Chairman.] He said he would find a way in which it might be done ?— 
Yes. 

230. Did he tell you how ? — In this way. He said that I could give a bond, 

I think, or an 1 O U, to my father, for 500 /. or 1,000 Z., and cover it, so as to go 
beyond the amount of my recognizance. 

231. What did vou sav to that? — I began to withdraw then ; I thought I 
had gone far enough, and I was anxious to get out of it, and I just made an 
excuse to leave the house. 

232. Was it there that you sent for your father? — It was. 

233. And you yourself went away? — Yes. 

234. Did anvbodv go with your — No. 

235. Mr. E'. C. Eger Ion.] Where did you go to ?— I just walked about. 

23d. Did vou say anything of where you were going; did you say anything 

about going to the bank ? — No ; shortly afterwards I met one of the Simpsons, 
and t .dd him that the other parties, that* is, Mr. Somers's agents, would indemnify 
ine in the recognizance, and that I would allow it to stand. 

237. Chairman.] Did that finish the transaction between you and Simpson ? 
—It did. ‘ . _ _ 

23S. Mr. Decdes.] You say you read the affidavit which they gave you? — I did. 

239. Should vou know it again if you saw it? — I do not think I would swear 
to it. 

240. You never at any time told either of the Simpsons that your professed 
readiness to take money w as not really the case : that you did not intend to take 
it ? — I did not. 

241. You never undeceived them ? — I did not. 

242. Mr. E. C. Eger ton.] You said that you were very anxious to avoid seeing 
Simpsou on the first occasion ? — I was the first day. 

243. Had anything passed? — I guessed his intentions to bribe me to with- 
draw the security. ..... 

244. How did vou guess that ? — Hearing so much about his being a bribe 
agent. 

'’243. Had your father told you of his visit to your house? — He had ; I met 
him several times since ; and every time I met him he tried to induce me to 
withdraw. 

240. Mr. Roebuck.] You not having disabused him at all of your intention to 
receive the money ? — No, I did not. 

247. So that to this hour he might believe that you were willing to receive 
the 150 Z. ? — He might. 

248. And that was the reason, I suppose, which induced him to continue his 
offers ? — No ; it was friendship towards the family induced him. 

249. Mr. Ingham.] How soon did you mention this to any of the friends of 
Mr. Somers ? — 1 mentioned it the day it occurred, I think, to Mr. Macternan. 

2.50. Which of the days ; because you have spoken of several days? — On the 
second, 1 think. 

251. Mr. Coppoch ( through the Committee ).] Under what circumstances did 

you enter into the recognizances at the request of Mr. Macternan? ^ 

252. Chairman.] State what passed between you and Mr. Macternan ?- 

253. Mr. Roebuck.] Do you know Mr. Somers ? — I do ; I know very little 01 
him. 

254. And you entered into these recognizances upon the request of Mr. 
Macternan ? — I did. 

255. What occurred when he made that request to you? — I hesitated a little, 
and Mr. Macternan said that I should be indemnified. 

256. Mr. Coppoch ( through the Committee ).] Is he your professional ad- 
viser? — He is. 

257. Did he indemnify you? — No; I did notask him. 

258. Where did you go "to enter into the recognizances? — To the Court-house 
at Sligo. 

25Q. Before whom ? — Major Brommit, I think, was the magistrate. 

260. Did you meet a party of Mr. Somers’s friends that day? — Mr. Rutledge 
and I aud Mr. Somers were together. 

26 1 . Did you go and take wine together before you entered into them. . W e 

met at Mr. Somers’s lodgings. , 

0 0 262. Did 
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262. Did you take wine, or did you not ? — I do not recollect taking any that 
morning ; I am sure I did not. 

2G3. What had you ? — I drank no wine. 

264. What did you drink? — I drank nothing. 

265. When this conversation occurred about the 150 /. which you were willing 
to take, was your father by the whole of the time ? — He was not "by me the whole 
of the time. 

266. I thought you said just now that your father was .present? — He was 
present. 

267. What is the difference between being present and being by; your father 
was present then ? — He was. 

268. Did he hear your offer to take the 1507 . ? — He might, I think. 

269. Had you previously agreed with your father that you would take 150 Z. ? 
— I had not. 

270. Had you never mentioned any sum to your father ? — Never. 

271 . When Mr. Simpson said that he thought 30 /. was enoug-h, was it your 
father who said 30 l. was too little ? — I do not recollect his saying so. 

272. What did your father say at that interview ? — I do not recollect his saying 
anything as regards money. 

273. Do you remember that he did not say anything, or do you mean to say 
that you have forgotten what he said ? — I do not recollect his saying anything 
as regards the money. 

274. When you said you would take 100/., what observation did your father 
make ? — I do not recollect. 

275. Was your father by then ? — I think he was. 

276. Did he not make some observation ? — Not about the money. 

277. You cannot remember what observation he made; do you mean to say 
that he made no observation, or that you cannot remember what observation he 
made?— I cannot remember. 

278. Did you make any memorandum of what occurred at any of these inter- 
views yourself? — I did. 

279!^ When r — After the 4th. 

280. How long after? — The memorandum is here, I think, and the date is 
to it. 

281. How long after?— Tbe date is to it. 

282. The date of making the memorandum r — Yes. 

Mr. Roebuck^ It is August the 5th. 

283. Mr. Coppock ( through the Committee).] Did you make it on that day ' 

— On that day. ^ . 

284. How often since have you and your father referred to that memorandum : 
— I never referred to it until I came here ; I looked over it yesterday. 

285. Your father is aware of every circumstance, from first to last, as to the 
offer ; your proposal to take 150 /., the offer of 30 /., and that if 100 /. had been 
given, you would have taken it; is that so r — I would not ha\ e taken it. 

286. Would not you have taken 100/.? — No; I would not have taken 
1,000?. to have done it. 

287. Did you tell Mr. Gethin that if he would give you 100/. you wouJd 
swear any affidavit that he liked ?- Never ; Mr. Gethin never asked me, either. 



Mr. William Rutledge , called in ; and Examined. 

2S8. Chairman.'] WHAT are you?— I am postmaster of the village of Dro- 
ntore West, in Ireland. . , .. 

280. How far is that from Sligo?— Twenty-two English miles. 

200. Are yon one of the sureties to the petition of Mr Somers against the 
return of Mr. Sadleir ?— No ; my son-in-law, Wilhain Ormsby Rutledge, is. 

291. Have von anv knowledge of anything which took ptace with reference 

to your son-in-law abandoning, or rather relieving himself from, the ^reuship 
which he had incurred '—A man of the name of James Simpson, on the 5 th of 
August, I think, came to my house. . , 

292. Does your son-in-law live with you?— No; be presented to me an 

llffi 293.' t Had you known Simpson previously ?-Yes ; the affidavit I sent to Mr. 
Somers to the city of London. ^ 
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294. Mr. Roebuck.] Is this it ? — {handing to the Witness one of two draft affidavits 
produced by Mr. Macternan.) — Yes. 

295. Mr. Decdes.j Did he tell you what he wanted you to do with that affi- 
davit ? — It appears to me to swear it. 

296. Did he ask you at that time? — I es. 

2Q7. What passed? — He told me that he would give me 50 l. for having that 
affidavit executed, together with another, which he had for my son-in-law. 

298. Mr. Roebuck.] Did he show you that second affidavit? — He did. 

299. Is that it ? — {handing to the Witness the other draft affidavit , produced by 
Mr. Macternan .) — That is the one which was presented to myself. 

300. Look at it again ; read the body of it?— I got the two, and he signed 
one, and I signed the other. 

301. So that you signed the wrong one? — I should think so; “William 
Ormsbv Rutledge.” 

302. * Mr. E. C. Eger ton.) This other is not signed at all ? — This ( the first- 
affidavit) is my handwriting. 

303. Then did you put a memorandum on the other two? — Yes; because it 
was handed to me before it was presented to Mr. Rutledge. 

304. Did you put any memorandum on this one ? — {the second affidavit .) — 
I did. 

305. Mr. Dcedcs.] Will you tell us what passed between Simpson and you 
when he brought these two affidavits? — Simpson came to my house first, showed 
me the two affidavits, and handed them into my hands ; that the affidavits might 
come again to my hand, I initialed them both ; I then told him that I could 
give him no answer on my affidavit, and that he might go to Mr. Rutledge, and 
let him answer himself for what he wanted. 

306. Chainnan.) What passed then ? — He then did go to Mr. Rutledge. 

307. He left you ? — He did. 

308. Did he leave your affidavit with you ? — He did ; I retained it in my 
possession, but he wanted to get it back, and I would not give it. 

309. Mr. Roebuck.) Did you retain both r — No. 

310. What occurred then? — He went then to William Ormsby Rutledge, my 
son-in-law, and presented the other. 

3 1 1 . You were not there, were you ? — I was with him ; he gave him an answer, 
as I could understand from him ;*in fact he told him that he could not do what 
lie had set forth. 

312. Mr. E. C. Egcrton .] Was that the same day, the 5th of August ? — The 
same day. 

313. Just describe what took place at that time? — Nothing else took place, 
that I recollect particularly ; any questions that are put to me, that I may not 
recollect now, 1 shall be happy to answer. 

314. Mr. Roebuck.] Did your son-in-law say why he could not make this 
affidavit? — I cannot really say, but he expressed that it was an affidavit not fit 
to be produced to him ; something to that effect. 

315. Did you give Mr. Simpson any reason for not making the affidavit? — 

I told him it was impossible for me to make the affidavit. • 

316. Why was it impossible? — Because it set forth in the body of the 
affidavit, as it appears, that the house my son-in-law lived in belonged to me, 
and that was ridiculous to be produced at all. 

317. It was not true ? — To make me swear what was a lie. 

318. Mr. Ingham.] Whose is it? — It is his own. 

3 1 9. Mr. Roebuck.] Did youever see Mr. Simpson after that, on this matter ? — 
He talked to me at different times on the matter afterwards, saying, that it would 
be of service to get my son-in-law out of the security which he had passed ; and 
I as much as told him that I did not conceive how he could be got out of it. 

320. Mr. Deedes.] Do you know anything about the writing of these affidavits ? 
— I do not. 

321. Mr. Ingham .] When you said that you could not swear it, because the 
place, iu point of fact, was his, and not yours, did Simpson make any observation 
upon that ? — No, really, he did not ; Simpson himself knew well to the contrary. 

322. How do you know that ? — In consequence of his, at different times, going 
into the country, and living in the country; he was in the habit of making public 
works in the county many years ; occasionally in the north-west; he knew the 
position of my son-in-law nearlv as well as I did myself. 

323. Mr. 
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323. Mr. Roebuck.] But living in the same town, you do not know the pro- 
perty belonging to another person?— It is only a village, and lie, I should think, 
knew the property as well as I did myself. 

324. Mr. Ingham. ] Was it before" or after you made this remark as to the 
inability to swear the affidavit, that the 50 l. was mentioned ? — The 50 l. was 
mentioned before the thing was mentioned at all. 

325. You say you were present when he saw your son-in-law ? — Yes. 

320. Was anything further said then about money ? — No ; he told me that if 
my son-in-law would do it, he would get any money that he required. 

327. That was before you went to the son-in-law ? — Yes. 

328. In your presence, was anything said by him to your son-in-law ? — No ; 
I think he dreaded saying anything to my son-in-law in' the matter. 

329. Did you ever hear Simpson say anything as to the ownership of the 
house in which your son-in-law lives ? — No. 

330. Mr. Coppock ( through the Committee .)] When was the first conversation 
which you had with Mr. Simpson about this recognizance matter? — I had con- 
versation, I should think, with him some time before. 

331. Some time before he came to your house? — Yes. 

332. Where was it ? — I should think in Sligo. 

333. Have you any doubt about it ? — I have not. 

334. What occurred when he first spoke to you about the recognizance matter 
in the town of Sligo ? — I regretted at the time that my son-in-law had become 
the security ; he wanted to lead me to the knowledge how he could get out of 
it ; and I could not understand from him how in the world he could, as I was 
told the affidavit was perfected by him ; and after that I thought there was no 
way that he could get out. 

335. You first regretted to him that your son had become surety for the 
Petition ? — He opened the subject to me first. 

336. What did he say ? — I cannot recollect the words that he expressed. 

337. Did he ask you whether it was true that your son-in-law was one of the 
sureties to the recognizance ? — He might have asked me that. 

338. And you told him so? — That I believed he was. 

339. And you said that you regretted very much that he was so? — Yes. 

340. And that if he could tell how to get out of it you should be very glad ? 
— I did not really think lie had it in his power to tell me how to get out of it. 

341. Did you not ask him how? — I might. 

342. Did not you say to him that you would gladly give 20 /. out of your own 
pocket if your son-in-luw had never been surety ? — No. 

343. I am speaking of a conversation between you and James Simpson, in 
the town of Sligo, before he came to leave the affidavit. Did not you yourself 
say that you would gladly give a sum of money to get out of it r — I do not 
recollect. 

344. Have you any doubt that you told him so ? — I have no doubt. 

345. You have no doubt that you did not tell him so? — Yes. 

346. What did you tell him ?— I cannot say what answer I gave him. 

347. But you did express great regret that your son-in-law was surety ? — 



I did. 

348. And said you would be very glad to see him get out of it ?— 1 did. 

349. How long after that conversation was it that he came to your house with 
the affidavit? — I could not tell how many days afterwards. 

350. Was it many days? — Indeed I could not say the number of days; it 
might be a week or ten days. 

351. Had you seen him or heard from him in any other way between that 

conversation and his coming ? — No. „ , _ „ , . 

352. Did vou say to Mr. Simpson that a set of drunken fellows had got your 
son-in-law into Sligo, and had mode him enter into the recognizance .—I did 

not say anything as to drunken fellows. or 

353 What wts it that vou saidr-That two gentlemen came from SI go. 

354. Who were they? — Mr. Somers himself was one, and a Mi. Cain ell the 

° Did you not tell Mr. Simpson that a set of people had got him into 

Sliio and had induced him there to enter into that recognizance >— I did not 
say “’a set of people ; ” I said “ two gentlemen I could say nothing else. 

-sC That was some days before anything occurred between yon and Mr. 
020. » 3 Sm, P son 



Mr. If. Rutledge. 
1 March 1854. 
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Sir. W. Rutledge. Simpson as to the affidavit ; a week ?— I do not know how many days it was; 

° it could not be more than a week, I think. _ , 

1 March 1S54. 357 - Mi Deedes.] Did you ever signify to Mr. Simpson your readiness to 

take a sum of money if he could relieve your son-in-law ? Never. 

358. When he offered you that 50 /., you refused it altogether ? I did. 

ocq Mr Roebuck.] What did vou say to him /—That I could not do what 
he asked. It appears he would not give me the 50 /. if I did not act under his 
direction, bv taking that affidavit. , . 

-60 You said that vou could not make the affidavit, but did not say that you 
could not take the money?— I said that I could not take the money, or swear 

the 361. ^Ir! Macternan (through the Committee).] How did it. happen that you 
retained these documents r— My son-in-law had one and I had one. As I have 
already stated, Mr. Simpson produced the affidavit lor him. 

362'. You got the second into your possession before he returned it; It was 
produced to me at my house. r 

363. Both these affidavits were sent by you to Mr. Somers les. 

364 How did you get the other ? — From my son-in-law. __ 

365. Did Mr. Simpson appear very anxious to get them back again r 1 es. 

366. Mr. Roebuck.] Did he say anything ?— He said that I did not act gentle- 
manly in not giving him back the papers which he gave me, when I did not do 
the acts for him. 



J. V. Somers, Esq. 



John Patrick Somers, Esq., called in ; and Examined. 

367. Chairman.] YOU were a candidate, I believe, for the borough of Sligo 
at the recent election?— I was. 

368. You were the unsuccessful candidate r — I was. 

360. And you petitioned against the return of Mr. Sadleir? I did. 

370. You went through the usual forms preparatory to prosecuting your 
petition ? — I did. 

371. You had sureties to the petition ?— Yes. 

372. And we understand that the names of the sureties were Mr. William 
Ormsby Rutledge and Mr. William Cullen? — kes. 

373. Did you applv to them yourself to become your sureties? — I am ; I 

applied to both after f bad been informed that they were disposed to become my 
sureties. _ . , 

374. Do vou know anything which took place with reference to their with- 
drawing that suretiship ? — Yes, I did afterwards. I waited upon Mr. Rutledge; 
first of all, he promised me the day after the election, personally, in Sligo, that 
he would be one of my sureties ; he said that he had had a conversation with an 
old friend of his, who was also a friend of mine, and that he had given him a 
promise that if I required his services he would be one of my sureties. I after- 
wards waited upon him at his own house ; I went in the car of a friend. Mr. 
C'alwell and Mr. Rutledge at once accompanied us to Sligo, where we arrived 
late in the evening; and the following morning the sureties (the other party 
being then in Sligo) were both perfected at an early hour before the bench of 
magistrates sitting in Sligo. 

375. What took place afterwards ? — I left Sligo ; I came over to London ; and 

after my arrival here, I was informed by my agent that overtures had been made 
to both the sureties to withdraw, that is, to sign affidavits, stating that they had, 
under a misapprehension, sworn to an amount of money which they were not 
absolutely worth. On consultation with my conducting agent and some friends 
here, it was deemed advisable to present a petition to the House upon the 
subject. . 

376. That is the petition which we have here, which is referred to this Com- 
mittee? — That is the petition which is before you. At the time it was pre- 
sented it was very late in the Session ; we were very anxious to have it inquii’ed 
into at that time, but it was obliged to be postponed until this Session. 

377. Mr. Deedes.] What was the date of the election : — The election, I think, 
was on the 12th of July. 

378. Chairman.] Then, of your own knowledge, you know nothing of these 
transactions ? — No, I do not. 

379. Mr. 
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379. Mr. E. C. Egerton .] Who is your agent at Sligo? — Mr. Graham, a j 
gentleman who has been my conducting agent at several elections. 

380. Is lie the person from whom you received information ? — He is the 
person from whom I received information ; lie is my agent now ; i;eis a solicitor ; 
there is a trial : I believe there is an affidavit from him, stating, that, a trial is 
pending in Sligo, a record of very great importance as to property to the amount 
of 20,000 1 . or 30,000 l . ; he is the solicitor: he cannot be absent, himself, and 
I believe he forwarded au affidavit to the Committee to excuse him. 

3S1. We have not seen it? — Therefore I took the liberty of deputing another 
local agent of mine, a gentleman who acts for me, and has been actiug for me 
at several elections, Mr. Macternan, who is also a solicitor, lie being well aware 
of the facts ; and as it was decided upon that counsel were not to be employed, 

I asked my friend Mr. Macternan to act for me in the absence of Mr. 
Graham . 

382. Mr. Roebuck .] When you spoke to these two geutlemen to eater into 
their recognizances, did you offer them any money for the purpose of doing so ? 
— No : I should be extremely sorry, for they are both gentlemen of very high 
respectability, and l should not presume to take such a liberty with them : Mr. 
Rutledge is a gentleman of fortune, and of the highest respectability in his own 
country, and so also is Mr. Cullen ; it was perfectly gratuitous, and very kind, 
for I really hardly knew either of them at the time that they were kind enough 
to become my sureties, ; it was done through the instrumentality of friends. 
You, gentlemen, know how difficult it is to get people to become surety, especially 
in Ireland, to travel 500 or 600 miles, to be brought over here before the 
examiner to prove their properties. There are two petitions, and it is not very 
encouraging ; one gentleman is a merchant in the town, who is surety to the 
petition from the electors : he had to undergo a very strict examination here, 
and it was not very encouraging to others to undergo the same ordeal. 1 tried 
to have those gentlemen examined here at the end of last Session, but it was 
objected toby the agent of Mr. Sadleir, Mr. Coppock, and we were a day or two 
too late, consequently it was postponed ; in the interim they had every oppor- 
tunity; in fact, I believe, overtures were made several times. Perhaps the 
Committee would bear with me, while I make an observation : that I can say ot 
my own knowledge, that I believe every one connected either with the borough 
or county of Sligo, knows perfectly well that those two men named Simpson 
are persons who undertake every act of that kind. 

383. Then these recognizances were not perfected last year ? — No : they 

were perfected as soon as possible. , . 

384. And before they were perfected these efforts were made?— les; they 

were only perfected since the commencement of the Session, about a fortnight 
a o-o I think not more than a fortnight ; there was no objection made at the last 
examination on the part of the agent for the Sitting Member ; I believe the 
objection was withdrawn, whatever objection was made ; there was no exami- 
nation of witnesses, or anything of the kind; nor was it deemed necessary to 
bring these two gentlemen over ; they have been brought over here by the 
summons of the Committee. . . 

385. Mr. Coppock ( through the Committee ).] Two petitions were presented 
ao-ainst the return of Mr. Sadleir; the first was presented on the 14th of July, 
and the second on the 19th ; then on the 29th of July I took objections to the 
other petition, not in dispute here, aud ou the 3d oi August I objected to the 
sureties Mr. Rutledge and Mr. Cullen. The recognizances are first entered into 
beforelhfpetition is® presented, and we have 10 days to object to the suret.es 
and I objected to them on the 3d of August ; the Session closed before it could 
come on ■ the 3d of August, the date when the objections were taken, has been 
spoken to here several times ?-I did no. mean to impute any irregularity to 

y0 3M qU Mr. t iSe™m (through the Committee').'] You were pre^i^at the time 
of the hearing, when the solvency of the sureties was investigated r J es - 

387. Who appeared to be a very busy person on that occasion . Mr. Henry 

-Simpson. 



Mr. 



P. Somers, Esq. 



1 March 1834. 
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W. 0. Rutledge. 



l March 1854. 



Mr. William Ormsby Rutledge, called in ; and Examined. 

388. Chairman .] ARE you son-in-law of Mr. William Rutledge? — Yes. 

389. You are one of the sureties to the petition against the return of Mr. 
Sadleir '? — Yes. 

390. Did you become surety in consequence of an application from any per- 
son ? — Mr. Somers applied to me. 

391. After vou had agreed to become surety to the petition, what took place 
with reference to that suretiship ; was it ever proposed to you to get out of it ? — 
There was an application made to me ; I had sworn ; I had verified the recog- 
nizance ; and an application was made to me to falsify what I had previously 
sworn. 

392. Will you state the circumstances under which that application was made 
to you ? — Mr. Simpson called on me. 

393. Do you know his Christian name ? — James Simpson, I think. 

394. Were you acquainted with him personally before he called on that occa- 
sion ? — I was ; he produced an affidavit. 

395. Mr. E. C. Egerton.] What day was this ? — I cannot say ; if the affidavit 
is produced to me ; I made a memorandum on it.. 

396. Mr. Ingham.] Just look at that? {Handing the affidavit to the Witness.) — 
Yes, the 5th of August; that is my handwriting; it is indorsed in two places. 

397. Mr. E. C. Egerton .] Did you write your name at the time the affidavit 
was brought to you ? — I did ; that is my name and handwriting. 

398. Chairman.'] That affidavit was produced to you ? — It was. 

399. What took place with reference to it? — As I recollect, I told him that 
what I did I could not undo, and that I would rather cut off my right hand than 
falsify what I had previously sworn to. 

400. Was it read to you, or was it given to you to read ? — It was given to 
me ; I had verified the recognizance before, and this would be contradicting 
what I had previously sworn to the best of my recollection. 

401. Can you recollect precisely the words which Mr. Simpson used, the 
expression which he used with reference to swearing that affidavit? — Yes; he 
said that he had a great regard for me. I did not understand how it was that 
he could have any regard, a man that I never knew anything about. 

402. What did he go on to say r — I cannot charge my memory 7 . 

403. Mr. Roebuck.] Did he offer you any money ? — No, lie did not. 

404. Was there anything said to you about money }—(The Witness paused.) 

405. Mr. E. C. Egerton.] Who was present besides you and James Simpson ; 
anybody 7 else ? — None. 

406. Mr. Roebuck.] There was nobody else there ? — No ; it was at my own 
house. 

407. Mr. E. C. Egerton.] What time of the day was it ? — It was about 3 2 
o’clock. 

408. You say you did not know him at all? — I knew him. 

409. But you were not on habits of intimacy with him ? — No, never. 

410. What did he sav when he first came in ; did he apologise for calling, or 
what did he say?— He said, to the best of my recollection, that he felt a great 
interest in my welfare ; and from a man that I knew nothing of, I thought it 
was very extraordinary that he felt a great interest in my welfare, and that he 
would like to get me out of the scrape that I had got into ; that is, by going 
security, and wishing to get me out of it, he tendered me this, that is, to make 
me swear that what I had previously sworn was not true. 

411. Had he produced that affidavit when he told you that he took an interest 
in you? — He had. 

412. What did he say about the affidavit; did he say for what purpose it was?. 
— To get me out of the recognizance. 

413- .Out of the scrape? — Out of the scrape at the expense of perjuring 
myself. 

414. Did he hold out any inducement to you to sign that affidavit? — I cannot 
charge my memory. 

415. Mr. Roebuck.] Should you forget if he offered you 50/.? — I would not 
swear that he did that. 

416. Would you swear that he did not do it? — I would not. 

417- Is 
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417. Is the offer of 50/. so very common to you that you do not recollect 
when any person does itf — I do not think that he offered me 50/. 

41S. But you would not swear that he did not I would not. 

419. So that you are perfectly in doubt whether he offered you 50/. upon that 
occasion or not ?■ — I cannot recollect. ; in fact, I got too indignant. ‘ 

420. Mr. E. C. Egerton.] What made you indignant ? — That any man should 
have the hardihood to send me a thing of this kind, to make' me commit 
perjury. 

421. You read the affidavit through, then ? — I did. 

422. What did you say to him ? — I said that I would rather cut off my right 
hand than forswear myself. 

423. Mr. Roebuck .] Did you retain the affidavit? — I did. 

424. And yet you do not recollect whether he offered you any money? — I 
believe that he was saying- something to that effect, but he dared cot offer me 
money'. 

425. Mr. E. C. Egerton .] It is very important that we should know all that 
passed, if you can bring yourself io recollect : — I cannot charge my memory, 
because I got too excited at the time. 

42b. When did you sign your name to that paper?— Immediately. 

427. In his presence? — After he went away ; he wanted to get' it away, and 
I retained it, and signed my name immediately. 

428. For the purpose of identifying it? — Yes. 

429. And cannot you recollect whether anything was said about money ? — 
I consider tliis to be what you call the crime of subornation of perjury. 

430. Chairman.'] That being proposed to you, made you indignant? — It did. 

43*. And the inducement for you to do this was to get you out of the scrape? 

432. Mr. JE. C. Egerton .] The interest which he took in you ? — Yes ; a man 
that I knew nothing whatever about. I did not know to what I owed his friend- 
ship. 

433. To whom did you mention the fact of his visit? — I mentioned it, I 
believe, to the post-master, Mr. Rutledge. 

434. Your father-in-law ? — Yes. 

435. When ? — Some short time afterwards. 

436. In the course of that day? — I think either that day, or seme short time 
afterwards ; and I believe I gave him this affidavit, and he sent it somewhere. 



43.7. Mr. Roebuck.] Your father-in-law was not present at the application? — 
No, he was not. 

438. He did not come to your house with Mr. Simpson? — He did not. 

439. Mr. E. C. Egerton.] Did you see Mr. Simpson upon any other occasion 
subsequent to this interview ?— I believe 1 did, but I have no recollection. 

440. You have no recollection of any conversation upon the subject after- 
wards ? — I cannot charge my memory. 

441 . Have you seen Mr. Gethin upon any occasion ? — I think 1 have. 

442. Upon the subject of that affidavit; was that affidavit mentioned when 
you saw Mr. Gethin ?— I do not recollect. 

443. Was the subject of the recognizances mentioned at all by Mr. Gethin? — 
I do not remember. 

444. Mr. JDeedts.]- You say that Mr. Simpson was alone when he came to 



yon ? — I believe so. 

445. You did not see anybody else? — No. . 

a /i n. Your father-in-law was not with him ? — I do not think he was. 

447. Mr. Ingham .] At what distance do you live from Dromore West.— 
About an English mile. . . , 

44 S. What is the name of the place where you live r— Bellville. 

449. Is it a single house, or a village ?— It is a single house. 

4.0. It is your own residence ?- It is my own residence ; a small domain 

4.. . Mr. Made, -nan ( through the Committee).] Do you know whether Mr. 
William Rutledge accompanied Mr. Simpson from Dromore West to your 
house on the dav that these affidavits were brought r— I cannot charge my 



memory.^ n) . ght have accon) panietl him without your recollecting itf— It is 
P°^le. c 453 Mr. 



Mr. 

IV. 0. Rutlcdgt, 
1 Marcli 1854, 
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Mt. I. Maciernan. 



Mr. H. Simpson. 
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453. Mr. Coppock (through the Committee ).] You did not see your father 
law ? — I do not remember. 



4.54. Mr. Ingham.'] It is your impression that you did not see him.— Ido 
not recollect; he might have been there, but I 
identify this by my signature. 



do not recollect ; I can only 



4.55. Have you any* other occupation except living upon this property .- I 

am a solicitor. ' . T r» it 

456. Where is your office of business as a solicitor .* In Du nm. 

457. And you have this place in the country ? 1 es. 



Mr. Lawrence Mademan, called in ; and further Examined. 

4.78. Chairman.] YOU are a Solicitor ?— I am. 

450. At Sligo P — Yes. . 

460. You are agent for Mr. John Patrick Somers ?— Yes._ 

461. And are acting for him in reference to this petition r— 1 es. 

462. And also for his election petition ?— No ; I happen to know these docu- 

ments, having seen them before; I saw them in the possession of William 
Rutledge, of Dromore West. I went over for the purpose of seeing them ; ot 
getting them, indeed, but he did not give them to me; he forwarded them by 
post to Mr. Somers, and I know this one (the affidavit drawn in the name of 
William Onnsby Rutledge) to be in the handwriting of Mr. Michael Gethin. 
Mr. Michael Gethin was agent at the last election for Mr. badleir ; I saw him 
act • and Mr. Sadleir’s tallv-room was kept in Mr. Gethin s house. I have this 
fact from Mr- Gethin himself, that he was agent ; and I have this fact also, tnat 
he told me a very short time ago that he was not yet paid by Mr Sadleir. 
This document, which is an affidavit intended for Mr. William Rutledge, of 
Dromore West, is in the handwriting, as I believe, and I have seen him write 
very often, of Henry Simpson. _ 

463. You have seen Henry Simpson write -—Frequently. 

464. Have you seen Mr. Gethin write?— Yes. . 

465. Mr. E. C. Egerton.] And to the best of your belief that affidavit is 
written by him ?— Yes ; I am as well acquainted with Mr. Gethin’s hand- 
writing as I am with my own. 

466. Mr. Roebuck.] Have you anything more to say ?— No ; nothing more. 

Mr. Coppock staled that he felt there was nothing to affect Mr. Sad- 
leir’s conduct, but that he would call Mr. Simpson and the other witnesses. 

Mr. Henry Simpson, called in ; and Examined. 

467. Chairman.] YOU are resident in Sligo? — I am. 

468. Are you a voter for Sligo ? — I am. 

469. What are you by profession ? — I have been a farmer up to some nve or 
six years ago ; I have been engaged in mercantile business, since a part ot the 

.time, and part of the time not engaged in any particular business. 

470. Did you vote at the last election ' — 1 did. 

471. Whom did you vote for ? — Mr. Sadleir. 

"472. Were you an active supporter of Mr. Sadleir ? — No supporter ; I was m 
no way connected with him. . . 

473. You were not an active supporter of Mr. Sadleir ?— Further than giving 
my vote, I did not support him. 

"474. You were not an agent?— No. 

475. Mr. Roebuck.] Not during the election -—Not during the election nor 
since ; I never said a word to Mr. Sadleir in my life, nor had any communica- 
tion with him, directly or indirectly, written or verbal, to the present moment, 
nor should I know him, I think, if he came into the room. 

476. Mr. E. C. Egerton.] Did you canvass for him ? — No, I did not ; there 

was another candidate that I did canvass for, and whom I would have supported 
had he goueto the poll. . ... 

477. Chairman.'] Had you any communication with Mr. David Cullen, wnn 
reference to the petition which was presented against the return of Mr. Sadlen . 

— I had. n ttt.,1 

478. Will 
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478. Will you state the nature of that communication; when did it take 
place? — I cannot perhaps fix the very day, but it was in the end of July. 

479. Mr. E. C. JEgei'ton .] When did you first hear of the petition being pre- 
sented against the return ? — Some time in the end of July. At the time 1 first 
applied to Mr. Cullen 1 knew nothing of the transaction, except a vague rumour 
that was through Sligo, that Mr. Somers either had presented a petition or was 
about to present a petition, producing Mr. Cullen’s son as one of the securities; 
and at the time I was under the impression that the recognizance had not been 
execitted. Mr. Cullen and his family and mine have been living on the most 
intimate terms of friendship (we are distant relatives) for a longer period than 1 
can recollect ; probably before I was born. We were very intimate. It came 
to my knowledge, previously to the election, that a Mr. Hans Irvine, a surgeon 
in Dublin, was obliged to pay a large sum of money for witnesses’ expenses in 
consequence of having gone security for Mr. Somers on a previous election 
petition ; when I heard this, I thought that if Mr. Cullen was aware of the cir- 
cumstances he would not have got his sou to join in the recognizance ; and, 
under the impression that it was not then executed, I rode over to his house. 

480. What day was that ? — I could not fix the day ; it was in the end of July 
at all events. 

481. Chairman .] Then what took placer — Upon this occasion, I met the 
father outside the door; it was towards evening, and I told him my business 
after the usual salutations, and asked him if his son William were at home ; he 
told me that he had been from home a few days before that, and had caught a very 
severe cold, and that he was laid up ; when I told him my business, he said to 
to me that the family were very unhappy that he had executed that recognizance ; 
that Mr. Macternan, the solicitor, had come over to the house in a car, and 
brought him to a place where Mr. Somers and a party of his friends and sup- 
porters in Sligo had joined him ; that lie did not tell him the business he had 
with him, nor did the family know it. until he returned ; and that after dinner they 
got him to execute the recognizance, and that they were very uneasy about it, 
but that he was told it was a mere matter ot form ; I then told him, I was under 
that impression myself a little before that, but that the risk was greater than be 
had any notion of; I told him then of «hat occurred to Mr. Hans Irvine, and it 
was then for the first time that I heard that the recognizance had been actually 
executed. 

482. Mr. Deed.es.’] Who told you that ? — Mr. David Cullen, which showed that 

I had no previous communication with any person connected withMr.Sadleir i*pon 
the subject ; of course they knew it, though I did not. He then asked me what 
was best to be done ; how could he get out of it ; how could he withdraw from it ; 
I said, I did not know, for I had not much cognizance of things of the sort, nor 
did I know that any person of Sligo could have, except Mr. Michael Getln'n, 
the solicitor ; that he had been conducting agent at the former election for Mr. 
Calwell, and that probably he knew something about it, and that it he wished, 
I would inquire of him whether there were any means by which he could get 
out of the scrape. . . 

483. Mr. E. C. Eger ton.] Did you say anything about writing any letter to 
the Speaker ? — I have no recollection that 1 dfd ; I might have said at the time, 
“ You may do it perhaps by writing a letter to the Speaker.” 

4S4. Did you or not ? — 1 have no recollection that I did; if I were to say 
whether I did or did not, I would rather say that I did not than that I did; but 



I would not say. _ , ,, » 

485. Did you offer to write any letter ?— Never ; I have no recollection of 
having anv talk of writing a letter to the Speaker. 

4 Sb. Did vou suggest writing a letter, as away of getting out of his recog- 
nizance? — I am almost certain I did not; I would not take on me to say ; lam 
certain I did not, from mere recollection ; I have no recollection whatever of it ; 
I am quite decided in my mind that I did not. The whole substance ot what 
I told him was, that Mr. Gethin had some experience, and that I thought he 
had better consult, him, for I was totally ignorant of the manner in which he 
could get out of it, and I could give him no opinion at all upon it; he requested 
me to speak to Mr. Gethin, and I did so when I canie to Sligo. 

4.87. Did vou see the son upon that occasion r— I did not; he wanted me to 
do so, but it was late in the evening that it. occurred; when I found the thing 
was executed, I thought it was folly and madness. D _ d 

0.20. 02 4 
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20 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 

488. Did you see any other member of his family P— Not upon that occasion. 

489. How" long were you in the house? — I was not in the house at all ; all 
this conversation took place outside; he asked me if I would not go in, and 
wanted me to stop all night. 

490. When did you see Mr. Cullen again ?— I should suppose the next day, 
or the second day after that on which this conversation occurred. 

401. Mr. Roebuck .] Before you saw him the second time, and directing your 

attention to the first interview, did you ask him to meet you at Sligo 1 Not 
upon that occasion. ... , , .. , 

402. Did lie refuse to go to Sligo upon your invitation, and say that it he 
went there he should go upon his own private business ?— -I have no recollection 
of anv conversation of the sort ; I might have asked him to come to Sligo to 
get advice from Mr. Gethin on this occasion upon the subject. 

<103. Have-yon anv recollection of his refusing to come ?— I have not. 

4Q 4 . He might have done so?— I do not think he did ; my recollection of 
the thing is, that he did fix a time to come in to see Mr. Gethin ; I am pretty- 
certain of it, now that the thing is recalled to my recollection, and he did not 
come ; the son recovered, and he told me afterwards, as the reason why he did 
not come, that he thought he could not get out of it ; I know the next interview 
I had with him was at his own house again : I went again after consulting Mr. 
Gethin. . „ 

495. Chairman .] When was that?— Either the day, or the second day after 
the first interview ; I should say about the second day. 

4Qb. Mr. E. C. Eger ton.] You went to his house again?— Yes. 

497. Whom did you see then?— Both the father and the son. I went two 
days or three davs after. 

498. State exactlv what passed upon that occasion ? — 1 told him then that Mr. 
Gethin told me that he did not see how he could get out of it unless he had 
■without consideration made an error, and that if there were family settlements 
affecting his property, making the amount less than he had calculated, or some- 
thin®' of that sort, lie might get out of it by that means; and I told him that 
Mr. Gethin had said that affidavits might be made upon the subject, but that no 
man could prepare them till thev gave instructions themselves, or explained 
about it ; that I could not explain "to Mr. Gethin how the property was cir- 
cumstanced. 

499. When had you seen Mr. Gethin ? — I suppose the day after I saw him 
first*; it was late in the evening when I returned home, and I did not see him 
till the next day. Upon this occasion the son said to me, “ If you can get me 
100 1 . I will get out of it those were his exact words. On the first occasion I 
held out no inducement, direct or indirect ; I told Mr. Cullen, the father, dis- 
tinctly, and I told them both upon the second occasion, and upon every occasion, 
that 1 did it from friendship. 

500. Did you say anything to the son, when you saw him, about writing any 
letter to the Speaker ?— I am certain I did not; I am certain there was never 
the slightest conversation about writing to the Speaker, because when I inquired 
of Mr. Gethin how the thing could be done, I was certain that writing to the 
Speaker could neither affect it one way nor the other; that it could neither get 
him into it nor out of it. I told him distinctly that 1 came merely from the 
friendship which I had for the family, and from what came to my knowledge 
about the loss that Mr. Irvine had incurred ; and that I did it under the im- 
pression that he did not know the danger of it, and that I took the opportunity 
of cautioning him beforehand. He said that it would cost Mr. Sadleir perhaps 
some thousands of pounds, and that he would do auything to withdraw and to 
get out of the security. I told him I had no authority from any person to offer 
him money, but that I thought it was very sad to expose himself to the risk he 
had got into without payment from any person. The exact words were these : 
“ You know,” said I, “ I would put 100 /. into your pocket rather than 1 1 . into 
Mr. Sadleir’s, and if I can get it for you I shall be very glad ; I will try if such 
a thing can be got, but I have had no communication with any person, and no 
person has authorised me to offer any inducement.” 

.501. Mr. Roebuck.] Did you offer him 30 /. ? — No; I told him that if he asked 
30 /., or 40 /., or 50 /., I might get it easier ; that I had no doubt he might get a 
smaller sum. 

r ,o®. Mr. E. C. Eger ton.] Did vou name 30 /.? — I told him I wished that 
0 J I could 
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I could get halt' the amount for him that he had asked ; and I said, “You know 
I -would rather put 100/. into your pocket than 1 1 . into Mr. Sadleir’s hut I 
never directly said, “ I will give it to you/ 5 for if so, I had no authority. Let 
friends get out of the hobble again if they get into it. 

503. Did the son say anything about your coming to Sligo to see him the next 
dav ? — Yes. 



504. Did he make an appointment to meet 3*011 in Sligo ? — I think not ; but 
they told me they wanted to see a solicitor in Sligo, a Mr. Pollock, on some 
business in Sligo. I did not ask them the nature of it ; I thought it might be 
some family matter; but they told me they had business in Sligo. 

505. When did you next see them ? — In Sligo, 1 believe. 

506. On what day ? — The whole thing occurred in the course of a week or 
ten days ; I could not fix the particular date for any one of the transactions ; 
I did not think there would be any necessity for it. 

507. How long was it after the second visit ? — It might be the next day, or 
the second day ; it was not more than a day or two afterwards. 

508. Did you see the father and son together?— I did. 

509. Where ? — I think at a place called the Mall first. 

510. Had you been looking for them in the course of the day ? — No. 

511. What time of the da}* ? — They appointed to meet me, I think. 

5 1 2. Mr. Deedes.] You said that you did not make an appointment?— They 
told me they would be iu town 011 business, aud then we all agreed that we would 
meet ; what I meant was, that they did not come iu consequence of any appoint- 
ment with me ; they were coming in to see Mr. Pollock. 

513. Mr. Roebuck.] Directing your attention to the second visit, the first time 
you saw the son, did he say that he would do what you wished for 100/. — He 
did not say what I wished. What he said is this, “ It will cost. Mr. Sadleir a 
large sum of money to defend the petition, and if you can get me 100/. I will 
get out of the recognizance.” 

.514. It was 100/., and not 150 /.? — He certainly never asked 150 /. of me; 
100/. was the whole sum from beginning to end ; the thing originated with him- 
self ; I had no notion of it. 

.515. Then he did not begin with 150 /., and dropped down to 100/. ? — No. 

516. But 100/. was the first offer ? — £.100 was the first offer. 

517. Mr. E. C. Egerton .] And you said that you thought he might get a 
smaller sum, but not that sum ? — 1 said, “ Perhaps they might give it to you, 
and I will inquire and I did inquire ; I asked Mr. Andrew Walker, the father 
of Mr. James Walker, the solicitor, and he told me he might go to hell ; that he 
would see me damned before he would give me a penny ; those were his exact 
words ; it may be a profane expression, but I consider myself bound almost as 
much as if I was on my oath ; I repeat his very words ; in doing so I was 
desirous, if possible, to do him a good turn. 

518. You say you cannot name this day when you met Cullen and his son in 

the streets of Sligo ? — No. _ ... . , » 

51c). Can you give us the period of the day ? — Some time m the middle of 
the day ; it was summer, either the end of July or the beginning of August; 
nerhaps I should say about 12 or 1 o'clock ; I think it was not later. 

520. Where were they when you first saw them ? — I could not say positively, 
but my recollection is, at a house kept by a man of the name of Bucket. 

521. An inn? — Yes; I know I met them there on one occasion, and I met 
them at a waste house, that had been an hotel, but I could not tell at which 



place I met them particularly. r . . . . T ,k,i . 

.522. Upon your seeing them, did you speak to them ?— I rather think I did , 

I do not know whether I spoke to them, or they to me first. _ 

523. Was this in the street?— I do not know whether it was m the street. 

, 04 . Did you go into any I.ouse l-l could not tell you on this particular 
occasion ; we had many interviews in the street and m houses; 
five or six times, I suppose, daring the whole occurrence, and 1 could tell you 
the substance of the conversation, but I could not gtve any partial Ur com creation 
in a particular place ; the fact is, I did not keep any recollection of it . I kept no 
note of it, for I never thought it would come to tins; any conversation was a 

l00 ^rVha~h ti : n suhs,ance of the conversation ^The sutoarme of the 

conversation, from the beginning to the end, was Ins always asking to g* 
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him 100 /. ; I told him if I could I would get it for him, but that I thought if he 
asked a smaller sum, he would be more likely to get it; I kuow in one of the 
conversations I told him of a letter that l had seen written from a solicitor 
in Dublin to Mr. Tye, in Sligo, a merchant, who was here on one of the 

elections. . . „ tt . 

.526. Did the old Mr. Cullen take any part 111 the conversation ?— He did; it 
was always a general conversation ; sometimes I would meet one of them alone, 



but they were usually together. _ . . , , , ... 

527. Mr. Roebuck.] Did you ever go with the son to Mr. Getlnns ?— 1 did. 

528. Upon that occasion, did you see bank-notes put upon the table.- No, 

ron If anybody has said that von took up the notes, and put them before him, 
and offered them to him, he has told that which is falser— They would say a 
deliberate falsehood ; I was not present ou that occasion at all ; I was in the 
house a few minutes before that occurrence is said to have occurred ; whether it 
did or not, I cannot say ; old Mr. Cullen sent me for bis son to bring him ; 
the son was not present. 

530. Mr. E. C. Egerton.] Was anything said by the son about there having 
been lots of corruption at the last election ? — There very possibly might be. 

531. What was said about that?— 1 have no recollection, hue u is possible there 
might have been ; I do not think any particular conversation ou the subject ever 

occuired^o u reco u ect auy conversation, in which Mr. Sadleir was introduced 
as a Lord of the Treasury ?— Yes ; he said to me, “ Well, the electiou cost him 
so much ; cannot I get it of him ? ” I said, that he would not be likely to get the 
sum he asked ; he said, “ But he is a Lord of the Treasury, and has plenty of 
money.” 

533. Can you tell us when that conversation took place?— There was scarcely 

a day me met that lie was not coming at the 100 1 . ; I kept no note; I could not 
fix anv particular conversation except the one I had alone with the father upon 
the first occasion ; the fact is, that the conversations we had were all of the 
same tenor, so that by having one of them, you might almost say that you had 
the whole of them. . 

534. Was it your impression that he would take the 100 l. if offered to him:' 
— I believed so at the time ; I believed that he wanted to get 100/. ; I believed 
him to be sincere ; there is no question of that. 

53.5- It was not said as matter of joke? — He has since said, even .to myself, 
that he was only jesting ; but I had every reason to believe him to be in earnest, 
and did believe him. 



536. Mr. Roebuck .] Did you make any offer of any sum of money to either 
father or son ? — I never directly offered it ; I never offered them a shilling ; 

I told them distinctly, upon almost every occasion when we had a conversation 
upon the subject of money, that I had no authority from any person; that 
I could not offer them money upon the authority of any person, or with any 
probable expectation of getting it, but that I would try and get it for them ; 
and I would have tried to get them 500 /. if I could at the time, from the friend- 
ship which I had for them. 

537. Mr. Eeedes.] You said that it was your intimacy with Cullen’s family, 
and your friendship for them, which induced you to go in the first instance? — 
Yes ; there is no question of it ; our family and his were on intimate terms 
before 1 was born. 

538. How lately before this visit had you paid any visit to Cullen’s family? 
— Not. since they went to live there ; they have been living there some few years 
now ; I cannot tell exactly how long, but before that they lived in Ballinoe, just 
outside the town of Sligo. 

539. Then that period of intimacy had ceased at the time ? — I cannot say it 
had ceased, because we were constantly meeting abroad, and were on the most 
intimate terms ; he had been in our neighbourhood, and my brother had been 
there, though 1 had not ; there was no falling off of the intimacy, but he went 
further away, so that we had not the same opportunities. 

540. Mr. E. C. Egertond] This was the first time for many years you had 
been in his house ?— It was the first time I had ever been in it since he built it. 

541. Mr. Deedesd] I understood you to say that at first when you went you 

were 
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were not aware that the recognizances were signed? — I was under the impres- Mr. if. Simpson. 
sion that they were not. 9 - 

542. You learned that from the father? — Yes. 1 March 1854. 

543. Did you think that after the recognizances were entered into there was 
greater difficulty in getting - out of it ?• — I did; I was under the impression that 
up to the time of the recognizance passing the examiner, he could voluntarily 
withdraw; I thought that till I saw Mr. Gethin ; in fact, I was perfectly ignorant 
of it. 

544. Did you on any of your visits show Mr. Cullen, senior, a letter purport- 
ing to be signed by a Mr. Walker ? — I showed him a letter that I got for the 
purpose, but it was a letter written previous to the election at all. 

.545. By whom was it signed? — By Mr. James Walker, who was employed to 
get the money from Mr. Irvine, in Dublin ; and I borrowed the letter from Mr. 

Tyeto show him, because he still insisted that if the petition was successfully 
prosecuted there was no liability, and I told him, that although Mr. Somers had 
successfully prosecuted the petition against Mr. Townley, yet his security was 
down for the witnesses’ expenses ; and to confirm that, I brought him that letter. 

Mr. Tye and I were on very intimate terms in Sligo, and I borrowed it for the 
purpose of showing that, he was under a mistake. 

546. You said that you thought that though 100 l. could not be got, it might 
be possible or easier to get a smaller sum to satisfy Mr. Cullen, junior ? — If I go 
to state about any money to any person, I think it more likely if I ask a moderate 



sum. 

547. At the time that you said that, in what quarter did you suppose that 
you could get 30 l. even ? — I mentioned it to Mr. Gethin, to know whether he 
thought it could be done of Mr. Andrew Walker. 

548. What did you mean by “ Whether he thought it could be done ot Mr. 
Andrew Walker”? — What I meant was, that it would be of no use to apply to 
any person on the part of Mr. Sadleir to pay his expenses. 

549. For what purpose ? — To save expense. 

550. You knew that he had entered into the recognizance ?— Mr. Cullen told 
me that if he got the money he would get out of it, and I was under the im- 
pression that, up to the time the recognizance passed the examiner, he could 
voluntarilv withdraw by writing to that effect. 

551. And you thought that you might be able to get such a sum as 30 /. with 
less difficulty r— I did not know what trouble I might have. 

r. 2 . Did you make no efforts ? — Not beyond what 1 have told you. I applied 
to Mr. Andrew Walker, because he was the father of Mr. Walker, the agent for 



the election. , .. ^ , 

yj r , E. C. Eger ton.] Did you say anything to the son about Mr. bomers s 

friends having offered an indemnity ?— I advised him to get an indemnity ; he 
told me that thev had promised him one, but that they had not hilfilleu their 
promise; and I told him not to go any further in the transaction unless they 

gave him an indemnity. . , 

554. Did you begin by asking the question, whether Mr. boiner^s friend* 
had given an indemnity-— 1 do not know which of us spoke first, but I very 
possibly mi<rht speak first, because my object was to get him out of it. 

P 5.55 5 Do you recollect what answer he gave you !— He told me they had pro- 
mised him an indemnity, and he told me, when the father sent me for him ‘ha 
they had given him one ; I told him I was very glad of it, for they would not 
have been likely to give it if I had not asked for it. 

556. He tolcf you then that they had given him an indemnity _ The son i • 
557- Bid he fay anything about £000 

ttt f,rjid S “of” t^t be LsVrthe’indemnity he told me he had, 

£ 



they gave him one . ■ h u that they had given him onei- 

Yes' cuf the^last ^ceaskm, which was subsequent to the conversation on the 

■subject, when 1 told him of the necessity of getting an indemnity. ^ ^ 
■ 0.20. C 4 
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560. And also that he had better take the 50 Z. ? — No, not both ; I never 
mentioned anv such thing to him, because the condition on which he was to get 
the indemnity was that he was to go on. 

561. Chairman .] What you urged upon him, as I understand you, was not to 

get the indemnity so much as to get out of the recognizances ?— I urged upon 
him all along, that if they would not give him an indemnity I would advise him 
to get out of the recognizances, without any inducement whatever but merely to 
get out of the risk. , , . . . . ... 

.562. Mr. E. C. Egerton.] You have stated to us that you told him that if he 
would take a small sum of money you thought you could get it lot him ?— V es, 
when he spoke to me upon the subject; but I had no notion about money when 
I went, to him ; I had no authority to offer any, nor did it enter my head till 
he mentioned it himself. 

503. Mr. Ingham.] Do you remember, on the first interview, proposing- to the 
father that he should get his son’s signature, and come in the next day that a 
letter might be written upon it? — That I do not recollect; a letter written to 
whom ? 

564. A letter to be sent to the Speaker. First of all, I ask you whether you 
remember, in the first interview with the father, when the soil was unwell, pro- 
posing that the father should get the son's signature to a blank sheet of paper, 
and come the next day to write what was necessary to get rid of the recogni- 
zance? — Very possibly* I did, but my ignorance at the time was such, that I 
thought lie could withdraw by merely writing a letter, begging the security to 
be set aside. 

565. Mr. E. C. Egerton.] I thought you told me just now, that you never 
said a word about any letter ? — I have no recollection; but I say it is very- 
possible. 

566. Do you mean, that you have no recollection on the subject, or that you 
think you did not? — I have no recollection whatever ; but I say it is possible 
that I might have done so. 

567. Then that is not consistent with what you told me before, that you could 
positively state that you never said anything about any letter ? — The mention of 
the circumstance of my advising a blank sheet of paper brings it to my recol- 
lection. 

568. 1 mentioned it two or three times? — My recollection was quite distinct 
at the time, but now, by the mention of the blank sheet of paper, it brings it to 
mv recollection ; that conversation might have occurred between the father 
and me at the time of the first interview. 

569. Mr. Deecles.] Will you undertake to say that you did not propose dis- 
tinctly that the son’s name should be put to a blank sheet of paper ? — I rather 
am disposed to think it was so, from the fact of the mention being made of the 
son’s name. We had some conversation upon the subject of writing a letter to 
some one, very probably to the Speaker; merely writing a letter with the 
signature to it, and bringing it to Sligo ; I was so anxious about it that I wished 
to save him the risk if I could. 

570. Mr. E. C. Egerton .] How long were you in Mr. Gethin’s office with the 
son before you fetched the old Mr. Cullen? — I could not say from memory. 

571. Could you say whether you were there half an hour ? — I could not. 

572. Who were present? — I know the father and the son were not present,, 
and my brother, James Simpson, and Mr. Gethin were there. 

573. Had you and your brother gone into Mr. Gethin’s together r — I could 
not say which went in first. 

574. Did you go together ? — I cannot say whether we went together : if 
I were to trust my memory, but I could not say exactly, I think Mr. David 
Cullen went with me; but I do not know whether my brother was just along 
with us or not. 

575. But the father was at the inn, and you were the person who fetched the 
father? — I know I went for the father. 

576. I am asking you, before you went to fetch the father, with whom you 
first went into Mr. Gethin’s office? — I could tell you who was in it with us, but 
I could not tell you whether we went in together. 

577. Who was there ? — Janies Simpson and Mr. William Cullen and myself. 

578. Was anything said aboutthis matter then? — It was that which brought 
us there. 

579- Tell 
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.579. Tell us what passed there? — I have just told you the substance of it; 
that he wanted to get 100 l. to get out of the security. 

,580. Who began the conversation? — I could not remember, unless some per- 
son wanted at the time to give evidence. We often had conversations ; some- 
times in a house, sometimes in the street, never expecting to be called to any 
account for it. 

581. Did you begin the conversation? — I sometimes began the conversation ; 
I have no doubt sometimes they began it. 

5)82. What occasioned the father being sent for? — I suppose to talk about 
this, or to consult about it. 

583. Did you come back with the father to Mr. Gethin’s office? — No; I came 
back with the son, and we met my brother and the father coming down the 
street. 

584. Did you then go together to Mr. Gethin’s office? — No, we did not go 
back to it ; the son and I were not there. 

.*585. Was anything said about an 1 OU? — I am striving to recollect who 
introduced the subject; there was a conversation about an I 0 U. 

.586. What was the conversation ? — The conversation was, that the only way 
to get out of it was this. It is very possible that I may have mentioned it my- 
self, and upon recollection I think I did. 

587. When was the first time that you mentioned the subject of the IOU to 
him ? — I could not tell you, never expecting it would come to this. I never kept 
a record as to time. 

588. Had this IOU often formed the subject of your conversation ?— I should 
say perhaps tour or five times; I could not say whether it was first at Castlecar 
or at Sligo. 

589. Can you state whether you spoke of an I 0 U on the first occasion of 
going over to see Mr. Cullen ? — No, I am certain of that. At that time I thought 
there was no necessity for anything of the kind; I thought that merely writing 
to the Speaker was sufficient; I never recollected a word of that, but from an 
Honourable Member reminding me of getting the son’s name. 

590. The letter to the Speaker was mentioned then upon that first occasion ? — 
It was to the Speaker, or perhaps the examiner; to some person; I could not 
say whom. 

,591. When was the first time, do you think, that tiiis IOU was mentioned ; 
you say you are positive that it was not upon the first visit.' 1 — l am certain it 
was not the least talked of on the first visit, because I knew nothing about the 
necessity of it, or the utility of it, or anything of the kind. 

592. What then made you know the necessity ? — When I heard that he could 
not get out of it unless his property was wrongly stated. 

593. Who told you that? — I could not say. , 

394. Mr. Ingham. 1 What was the proposal about the IOU .- — I tnought 
that perhaps he might settle his property in such a way as to render the 
security of no good. .< r 

595. Mr. Roebuck.] Did you propose that he should give an I O U to ms 

father, which should rentier him capable of swearing that lie was not worth 
500 /.? — It is very possible I did, but I could not say from memory; it is likely 
I did, or it might have come from some of themselves; but I know that we had 
a conversation upon the subject. , ? 

596. Throughout all these transactions, did you act as Mr. badleir s agent . 

— Certainly not; I have had no communication, directly or indirectly, with Mr. 
Sadleir since I was born. . , , . 

r. 07. Did you believe that Mr. Gethin was Mr. Sadleir s agent r—Mr. Getlnn 
was not; it was in consequence of the conversation which I had with a r. 
Cullen that I called upon Mr. Gethin to consult how to get cut of it ; 1 told 
Mr. Cullen that he was the only person in Sligo that I was aware of who knew 
anything about Parliamentary matters ; I said, “ I am intimate with him, and 
will call upon him to see if we can get out of it ; the Father said they w ere very 
unhappy, and he left me under the impression, and I am under that impression 
still, that he was trapped into it, that he knew nothing about it. 

598. Were you authorised by Mr. Gethin to come to Mr. Cullen .-—Certainly 

kqq And you never considered yourself as acting as agent?— Never; I heard 
Mr. Cullen make use of that expression ; I know it is a lapse of memory; I 
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heard him say that I considered myself as an agent at Mr. Sadleir’s election ; I 
was no more an agent at Mr. Sadleir’s election than I am Speaker of the House 
of Commons; I had no communication, directly or indirectly, with anyone; 
when the other candidate withdrew I gave Mr. Sadleir my vote in pieference to 
the other party. . . . . . T 

600. Mr. E. C. Eger (on.] What was your business at this time ' — 1 was 
relieving officer for the Sligo electoral division up to the election ; on the clay 
of nomination I was at the workhouse the whole time, and on the day of polling 
I had scarcely time to go up and give my vote. 

601 . Were you relieving officer at the time you have told us of, when you had 
all these conversations with Mr. Cullen ?— I was; I was in no way connected 
with Mr. Sadleir; I got into the thing through private friendship for Mr. 
Culkn, and acted, as I thought, as his private friend throughout ; never thinking 
that things would take this turn. 

602. Mr. Dccdes.] Can you state who told you in the first instance that, there 
was a petition against Mr. Sadleir s return? — It was common rumour in the 
town ; 1 knew they were attempting to get up a petition from the very time 
of the election; it was in every person’s mouth. 

603. Can you inform us who told you that Mr. Cullen s son was a party to 
the recognizance ? — I really cannot tell you. 

604. Then in what way did you hear it, so that you were induced to go to 
Mr. Cullen out of friendship? — It was well known through Sligo that Mr. 
Somers was endeavouring to get securities everywhere to the petition, and I 
heard by common rumour that lie had got Mr. Cullen’s son to promise him to be 
security. At this time, to show you how vague my information upon the 
subject was, I was not under the impression that he had signed the recognizance 
at all, and I thought that he was in no way bound by it ; any knowledge which 
I had was quite vague, from the common rumour of the town. 

605. Mr. E. C. Egerton.] From whom was it that you first learned that if 
Mr. Cullen executed an I 0 U the recognizance would be worthless ?— I do not 
know that I heard it from any person, but I entertained a belief, that if a man 
swore that he was not worth such a sum of money over and above his just debts 
and engagements, it was sufficient. 

6c6. Who gave you that knowledge ?— He might have been the very person ; I 
have heai'd of individuals swearing themselves to be worth a certain sum over and 
above their engagements, or over their liabilities ; and that by creating addi- 
tional liabilities they could vitiate their recognizances. 

607. Can you take upon yourself to say whether you or he first suggested 
that ? — I have said before that I could not, but it is very possible I might ; I 
will even admit that ; I would have got him out of it if I could, and would 
have devised any plan that was practicable and consistent with any sense of pro- 
priety 1 to get him out of it. 

60S. Mr. Deedes.] Do you know that handwriting (showing the affidavit 
dr an n for William Rutledge to the Witness')' 1 . — I do. 

6og. Whose is it ? — I wrote that myself. 

6 1 o. On what occasion did you write it ? — I could not tell ; but it was all 
about that very* time. 

on. W T hat did you do with this when you had written it ? — I wrote it for my 
brother, who told me that Mr. William Rutledge, the father-in-law of one of the 
securities, had applied to him, and that his son-in-law had been entrapped into 
this security ; that he was not in a condition to know what he was doing at the 
time he executed it; that he was not worth the money. Mr. William Rutledge 
has told me the same since, that he owed him a large sum of money ; that he 
was tenant for life, and owed several large sums of money ; that he owed him 
100/. himself ; and that he had made the former affidavit at a time when he did 
not know what he was doing. 

612. After you wrote this what did you do with it? — I gave it to my brother. 

613. You never saw it after you had written it for your brother and given it 

into his hands ? — I never saw it. ' 

614. Not till the present time? — No, I never saw it since ; lam certain I 
did not. 

615. Mr. Roebuck ] What made you interest yourself with Mr. Rutledge in 
this manner? — My brother wanted me to interest myself in it for getting him 
out, and his father-in-law came to him to see if there were any means of doing it. 

616. Mr. 
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6i 6. Mr. E. C. Egerton .] Are you on habits of intimacy with Mr. Rutledo-e? 
— Very great intimacy for a great many years, and up to the present moment. 

617. Mr. Roebuck .] That is Mr. William Rutledge?— Mr. William Rutledge, 
the father-in-law. I know the other gentleman, but I am not much acquainted 
witli him ; the father-in-law I have been very intimate with for a great many 
years. 

618. Mr. Deedes.~\ Up to the present time? — Up to the present moment ; and 
the Cullens I am as intimate with as ever we were in our lives, chatting and 
talking; I was never otherwise than most intimate with those parties, twill 
set a greater value on my friendship for the future ; they do not get out of things 
so easily as they get into them. 

619. Mr. Ingham.'] I understand you to say that in no instance did you con- 

sider yourself as being authorised, either by Mr. Gethin or by Mr. Walker, to 
offer any sum of money? — Never; I went spontaneously when I heard the 
rumour that Mr. Cullen had promised to become surety. , 

620. Mr. Macternan ( through the Committee. )~\ Were you employed as agent 
for any person at the last election for Sligo ? — I was. 

621. For whom ? — Mr. Hand. 

622. Did Mr. Hand go to the poll? — He did not. 

623. Did you interest yourself afterwards in any way for any candidate? — I 
do not think I did. 

624. Would you swear that you did not? — From the time that it came to 
my knowledge that he had declined going to the poll, I did not. 

625. Will you say that you did not interfere ? — I throw myself on the protec- 
tion of the Committee ; I have a Speaker’s warrant to appear as a witness in the 
case of the Sligo Election Petition, and I do not think I should give information 
of this sort which has no connexion with this matter. 1 was obliged, at the process 
of the guardians of the Sligo Union, through manoeuvring of this sort, to produce a 
large correspondence that had no connexion with the trial, and I have the letters 
to produce if necessary, but 1 do not think that I should have things extracted 
out of me which I may be asked hereafter. I will tell the truth when the time 
comes. 

626. Do you know where Mr. Ormsby Rutledge lives? — I know the house, 
but was never in it. 

627. You know the part of the country? — Well. 

G28. When you were writing that affidavit for William Rutledge, did you not 
know that if he swore that affidavit before a magistrate, he would be swearing 
what was a lie? — I did not ( The Witness looked at the affidavit) ; no, I did not. 

629. When you wrote this, ,c saith the said William Ormsby Rutledge, together 
with his wife, resides in the house of this deponent, which is this deponent’s 
property,” did not you know that William Ormsby Rutledge w; s a man ot 
property iu the county, and resided in a house of his own, in his own small 
domain ? — I did not. 

630. Do you know the house that he lives in ? — I know it now, well. 

631. Would you swear that you did not know it at the time you wrote that 
affidavit ? — Certainly not. 

632. Have you been in that part of the country since you wrote that affidavit: 

• — Yes, twice or three times. 

G33. Did you never, before you wrote that affidavit, know that Mr. william 

Ormsbv Rutledge had a house of his own?— I did. 

634. Did you know that house to be standing by itself, and that Ins father had 

lived there before him ? — I did. .. . . , , 

635. Did not you know at the time you were writing that affidavit, that tie 
had" his own house and was a married man, and resided there with his mmilv, 
and was not residing in the house of his father-m-law in DroraoreV est ?-No, I 
was told that he lived in a house belonging to his father-in-law , it was a matter 
of no great importance in whose house he lived ; the question was ^ether he wa, 
worth the money, and his father told me twenty times that he could not qualify . 
as a proof of that, at the time I came here to give evidence as to the 

to the recognizances of another petition presented by Dr. Wood tm elector of 
Sligo, against the return of Mr, Sadleir, on my way here I met Mr. William 
Rutledge Although I had never spoken to him on the subject before, he came 
to meef me at Ballysadare, and he said he would come to prove before the 
n o examiner, 
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examiner, that liis son-in-law was not worth 5002 . ; he wanted to be brought; I 
had no instructions to bring him, and would not. 

636. You said that you had been in that part of the country since you wrote 

this affidavit: — 1 have. . . , x ^ it 

637. At what time did you go there ?— Some time in the end of October, to the 

quarter sessions. , _ , , , 

638. Did you go on a visit to Mr. William Ormsby Rutledge when you went 

there? — No, I never was in his house since he was born. 

639. Did you go a secoud time to Dromore West?— Yes, to the neigh- 
bourhood. , ■ 1 ■ c 

640. What took yon there?— I went there on private business ot my own, 
and I met Mr. William Rutledge, the father-in-law, on the road ; we were talk- 
in" of the security, and he introduced the subject himself; he said it was a bad 
job, and bv the merest accident Mr. George Fenton, a solicitor, was coming down 
in the direction from his own house, going in the contrary direction to what I 
was. I was standing on the road, chatting to Mr. Rutledge ; I had not gone 
into his house : we only met, when Mr. Fenton came by by chance ; William 
Rutledge introduced the subject ; 1 scarcely ever met him but he would be talk- 
in" about, what bad happened, about the son-in-law having given security ; he 
said, “ We are all right., for here is George Fenton, and I will get him to go over, 
and I will make this statement to get him out of the scrape.” Mr. Fenton came 
up. I said, “ You may do as you like;” he spoke to him first; Mr. Fenton 
was reluctant and did not like to go; at last he gave a reluctant assent and he 
said. “As 1 return we will go over and talk about giving evidence Detore the 

” Mr. Fenton did that, but it was from the previous wish and anxiety 



examiner. 



of Mr. William Rutledge liimselt. 

641. Was it by mere accident that you met Mr. Fenton there?— It was. 

642. Had you no previous arrangement?— I never spoke to him on the sub- 
ject since I was born. 

643. O11 what subject :— The subject of the security and the meeting. 

644. Mr. Fenton was an agent of Mr. Sadleir at the last election, I believe ? — 

I scarcely recollect, except that he gave him a vote; it was one of our dispen- 
sary davs, and I could not. leave the house; and the day of nomination was a 
board day, and 1 was obliged to be there the whole time ; the day of polling 
was a dispensary day, and I was obliged to stop at my own house to give dis 
pensarv tickets to all who applied for them. 

645. * You say you were a farmer : — Yes. 

G46. How long ago? — About six years. 

647. Since then you have been residing in Sligo ? — Yes. 

64S. You have been since engaged in mercantile transactions? Yes. 

649. What was the date of your lost mercantile transaction ?— Within the last 
twelve months, and I would be engaged in it now if I were at home, but I am 
afraid I have lest a very good commission by the same party by whom I was em- 
ployed last year. 

650. Mr. E. C. Egerlon.] How long have you been relieving officer £— 1 was 
relieving officer from the 4th of January up to August last. 

651. A paid relieving officer ? — Yes, of course. 

652. Mr. Ingham..’] When you say that you had these occupations as reliev- 
ing officer on the days of nomination and polling, how came you to undertake 
to lie agent for Mr. Hand ? — I was agent for him on other days of the week ; 
but I did not spend half an hour at the court-house on the day of polling, and 
was not there at all on the day of nomination. 

653. Mr. Macternan (through the Committee).'] You are not relieving officer 

U °654. Mr. E. C. Eger ton.] Did you canvass for Mr. Hand?— Yes. My 
business as relieving officer brought me about the town. . I was obliged to be 
on foot from eight in the morning often till eleven at night, but usually till 
late iu the evening. . . 

655. Mr. Macternan ( through the Committee ).] You had a trial at sessions with 
the Board of Guardians? — Yes. 

656. Did you produce letters on that occasion? — Yes. 

657. From whom were those letters ? — Mr. Walker. 

6<)8. Mr. Walker was the conducting agent of Mr. Sadleir? — He was. 

659. How 
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6.59. How many letters did you receive altogether from Mr. Walker during M 
the progress of this recognizance ? — I received no letter from him up to about a 
week, I should think, before the petition of Dr. Wood came before the examiner. 1 

660. How did it happen that Mr. Walker, the conducting agent of Mr. Sadleir, 
and who was over here about Mr. Sadleir’ s petition, corresponded with you r — 

I came to his father, and I think I wrote to them myself (but, of this I am not 
certain), and told them of the securities. I heard by mere accident, in going 
through the town, that they were anxious to know what Mr. Mons’s liabilities 
were. I heard 6,000 1 . or 8,000 Z., and I mentioned it to Mr. Walker’s father. 

661. Mr. E. C. Egerton.] Is Dr. Wood one of the electors who signed the 
other petition against Mr. Sadleir ?— Dr. Wood was the petitioner. 

662. Mr. Macternan ( through the Committee).'] How often did you come over 
to London and try to prevent the security on Dr. Wood’s petition from being 
reported sufficient? — Twice. 

663. Were yon relieving officer during these times ? — I was. 

664. When you came over, did you see Mr. Walker in London r — I did. 

665. Had you any conversation with him on the subject of Mr. Mons’s 
liabilities and his sufficiency ? — We had, of course. 

666. Did you not, on all occasions when you came, go to him to give him 
instructions and information ? — I had no opportunity of going to him on any 
occasion till coming here or in Dublin. I forget. I know on one of the occa- 
sions he and I travelled together from Dublin ; the first or the second. 

667. You travelled over to establish your objections to the recognizance ?— 
We did. 

668 . Did you yourself make any affidavit upon the state of affairs connected 
with Mr. Mons 1 did. I made an affidavit tliat I was present when he exe- 
cuted both the recognizances to the amount of 6,000 Z. 

660. Mr. Ingham.] When was that?— Somewhere about two years ago. The 

recognizances are still in existence. 

670. Mr. Macternan ( through the Committee ).] When did you make that affi- 
davit ?*__I suppose a day or two before I left home. I could not tell exactly. 

It was about the end of July or the beginning of August. 

671. About the same date?— About the same date. ... 

67-’. In any affidavit that was made by you about the Sligo election petitions, 
did you introduce the name of old Mr. Cullen or of young Mr. Cullen '—I never 
anticipated such an occurrence as we have met here to-day about. 1 made 
affidavits about Mr. Mons. . — T . , . 

673 Did you show Mr. Cullen any letter which Mr M alter had written to 
you, and in which he said, “ Your affidavit about Mr. Cullen is all right do 

mrtThmk^i ^ that you did not?— I am satisfied that I did not, because 
I dJtot think I ever received such a letter. ' The only 1 .ettei r that I evi ^olkct 
to have shown him was a letter written by Mr. Walker to Mr. Ije, and 
that was written previous to the election, having reference lo a former election 

^£^1 ta? many y» 8* Mr. Walker altogether ?-I 

S XXyo e :^ letter from Mr. Walker till after the hast borough 

as your attorney ?_I do no. think he did , I have no 
recollection; I corresponded with him as solicitor fora person with whom was 

reference whatever to the tran “^ 0 ” ’ , , f h , l had t h e m already packed up. 
me with a notice to produce them . I told you that! nan corI J^ Aei ^th 

- 1 ~ 
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681 . Did you procure your brother to go with the affidavits to Dromore West, 
to get them sworn ? — Certainly not. 

682. How did it happen then that your brother, who lives eight miles from 
Sligo, took them over to Dromore West? — He came to me, and I can show a 
letter which my brother wrote alter me when I refused to bring Mr. Rutledge 
to Loudon, and he even accused me of selfishness and everything, because lie 
said I always opposed him ; in fact it was more in order to get him away that 
I consented to give the affidavit at all ; I always opposed his going over there. 

683. Are you aware that your brother took a second affidavit with him over to 
Dromore West? — I cannot say now ; I know that the one I have seen is in my 
handwriting; he may have brought over another affidavit. 

684. You do not recollect whether you saw a second affidavit at the time 
you gave one to your brother ? — I do not remember now ; it is very possible I 
might. 

685. In what place were you when you wrote this ? — I could not tell you, only 
that it is in my handwriting ; I kept no record ; I might have written it in my 
own house. 

686. You never consulted any person as to the words which you were to put 
into an affidavit, an attorney or solicitor? — I wrote nothing but from what I 
learned on the intercourse with reference to the recognizances, aud I merely 
made the statements in that affidavit as my brother, who had been more 
frequently lately at Mr. Rutledge’s place, mentioned to me ; he said he had 
taken instructions from the father-in-law, and he told me it was at the father-in- 
law’s request that he came to get an affidavit made ; I never had any communi- 
cation, directly or indirectly, with him before the father-in-law met me about 
four miles this side of Sligo ; as I was coming up to Dublin for the purpose of 
coming to London, he met me there and wanted me to take him. 

687. Did you say that your brother accused you of selfishness, in not giving 
him some employment? — I had some reason to get him away, because he wanted 
to come over himself, and wanted Mr. Rutledge to come over here to London 
with him. 

6S8. At the time when you handed him this affidavit, did not you believe 
that it would ultimately result in you and he being brought here ? — Indeed I 
did not. 

6Sy. How then could he accuse you of selfishness; because you would not 
give him something to do ? — He thought Mr. Cullen would be brought over 
here, and it was a kind of a spree. 

690. He thought that the fact of his getting this affidavit from you, and 
going with it to Dromore West, would ultimately be the means of getting him 
over here on a Speaker’s warrant ? — No ; I do not know that. At the time the 
affidavit was sent it is a different thing; a letter was written considerably after 
that. At the time that affidavit was prepared, I do not think either of us had any 
notice that we should be brought over here, or that there would be any necessity. 

691. Did not you procure your brother to go with this affidavit to Dromore 
West? — I did not. 

692. Do you recollect ever having said that he accused you of being un- 
grateful, and not giving him as much amusement as you had yourself? — What 
he told me was, that he had met Mr. Rutledge in some house in Sligo; that he 
was passing in the street, and that he called him in, and that the whole 
occurrence between him atid Mr. Rutledge sprang out of that; that Mr. Rut- 
ledge called him into the house, and told him that his son-in-law had been en- 
trapped in Sligo ; that he had got into a state of intoxication ; that he was a 
person who was not very competent to guide himself sometimes, and that they 
had got him into Sligo, and that he would give any consideration to get him 
out of the bother ; that he was very unhappy about it ; and indeed, if I recollect 
rightly, he said that the son-in-law did not go for some days afterwards. I 
heard William Rutledge state that several times ; he stated to my brother that 
he would do anything to get him out of it. 

693. Chairman .] Did you see Mr. Rutledge then frequently? — I have seen 
him several times in Sligo since. 

694. Where have you met him ? — At Sligo, at the sessions. 

695* How far does he live from Sligo? — Fifteen or 16 miles; but he is in 
Sligo once a. fortnight, sometimes once a week, and sometimes once in three 

weeks ; 
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■weeks ; but the meetings that we had were casual ; I never met him by appoint- 
ment at any place ; I should think I met him on the whole 20 times since that ■ 
I have met him abroad at fairs. 

69G. Mr. M act nr nan ( through the Committee).'] Did you ever say that vou 
were an agent at the election yourself (I will not say for whom), and that vou 
employed your brother James ? — I might have said it, and it was a fact I 
was an agent at the election, and did employ my brother James, but not Mr. 
Sadleir’s. 

697. Mr. E. C. Egcrton.] You employed your brother as another agent? — 
Yes, and several others. 

698. Mr. Macteman {through the Committee).] Was it not as a continuation 
of that agency that you went up to Dromore West? — Certainly not; I did not 
care anything about who were the securities or not ; I knew nothing about it 
whatever till Mr. Rutledge, with whom I am intimate, he sleeping at our house, 
(mv wife is a cousin of his), called my brother into some house. This is my 
brother’s statement to me, and I have every reason to believe it, for ever since, 
when I saw him, Mr. Rutledge showed the greatest anxiety and the strongest 
wish to get his son out of it. 

Gqp. Did you know that an affidavit was written for William Ormsby Rut- 
ledge to make ? — 1 think there was ; I heard a good deal about it since. 

700. Did you never hear of it before you wrote the affidavit which I hold in 
m3' hand ? — I would not say that I did not hear of it before. 

701. Did you ever give instructions or assistance in Mr. Gethin’s office for 
the framing of an affidavit, to be made by Mr. William Ormsby Rutledge ? — 
Certainly not; I gave no instructions, and knew nothing about the man’s affairs 
whatever. 

702. Did you ever see it before you saw the affidavit that yon wrote for your 
brother? — I have told you that I do not recollect when I first saw it; I either 
heard of it or saw it ; but the whole instructions on the subject were given by 
Rutledge’s father to my brother himself, at least he told us so. 



Mr. James Simpson, called in ; and Examined. 

703. Chairman.] WHERE do you reside?— In the county of Sligo. 

704. How far from the borough of Sligo ? — About ten Irish miles. 

705. What are you by profession ? — A farmer. 

70*6. You are not a voter for the borough ? — No. ^ 

707. Are you acquainted with Mr. David Cullen r — I am. 

708. And with his son, Mr. William Cullen ? — Yes. 

709. Are you intimately acquainted with them ? Yes, and have been for 

many years. , „ , , 

710. Were you aware that Mr. William Cullen was one of the persons who 
signed recognizances to the petition presented against the return of Mr. Sadleir ; 
— I heard of it some time after the election. 

711. When did you first become aware of that fact.-— I cannot from memory 

712. Do vou know how you became acquainted with it?— I could not tell 
you; only by report; I afterwards heard it from Henry Simpson, the last 

W1 “T' Had you any conversation with Mr. David Cullen on the subject of his 

son’s recognizances? — I had ; I met him one day in S i go. , . ? T 

714. When did you first have any conversation with him on the subject . In 
Slio-o town ; some time after the election I met him. . 

liV Can you say about when it was ?-I could not fix the date,, but I was 
71 o- '-an yo y M Gethm, the solicitor; he was 

desired to accompany nun to tne omce ui irxi. » 

going there himself, and I was desired to walk up with him. 

fi Who desired vou?— Henry Simpson, 1 think. 

7 7 How came you to be aware that Mr. Cullen was m the town of Sligo f- 
I Me/irimTl Z standing at the door of the hotel where I stopped, and I saw 

him come down * h * that voa had been told that wherever you saw Mr. 

Dalh ctL W y » w"ke hi^ta Mr. Gethin ?— No; I was chatting with 
Sml some perhaps an hour or two hours after I was desrred to accent- 

pany him to Mr. Gethin s office by Henry 1 1 • 719. Having 
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719. Having been desired to do that, did you do it? — I did. 

720. You went with Mr. David Cullen to Mr. Ge thin’s office ? — I did. 

721. When you went there, whom did you find there ? — I think Mr. Gethin 
was out, I am not sure ; the servant showed us up stairs ; I am not sure whether 
Mr. Gethin was in his office below stairs, or out, but he joined us shortly 
afterwards. 

722. Was anybody else there? — Not at this time, I think ; I think there were 
but the three of us. 

723. You three being there present, can you state anything which took place 
with reference to the recognizances of Mr. William Cullen ? — In the absence of 
Mr. Gethin, Mr. Cullen and I had a conversation. 

724. While you were in the house ? — Yes. I am not sure whether Mr. Gethin 
had retired ; we had, perhaps, an interview with him first, and he had retired, 
but I know in the absence of Mr. Gethin we had a conversation. Mr. Cullen 
stated to me the object of his going there, and stated that the withdrawing of 
the recognizances, or the perfecting of them, was calculated to put 2,000 /. in or out 
of Mr. Sadleir’s pocket one way or another, and that his son should get 100/. for 
withdrawing them. 

725. What passed upon that? — l told him that I had no authority and no 
connexion with the transaction ; that I did not know it, for I had nothing to do 
with it ; that I presumed the persons with whom he was in treaty about it would 
get him as much money as they could. 

726. After this passed between you, did Mr. Gethin come in ? — He did. 

727. What took place then? — Mr. Gethin, I think, counted him down 50/., 
or laid down 50 /. on the desk, and Mr. Cullen stated that he would not take it 
if he did not get 100 /. ; that he would not take less than 100 l. 

728. What was Mr. Cullen to do for the 100 /., he was not the recognizance ? 
— He was transacting business for his son. 

729. What was said on the subject? — I do not recollect that we had any more 
conversation than that; I think we separated immediately after that. 

730. On the point of money ? — On the point of money. 

731. Did you hear anything pass about an IOU? — I do not recollect it; 
I do not think that it was in my presence ; I think Mr. Cullen said to me that 
his son was worth 2,000 /., and could not withdraw from the recognizance unless 
he would pass him a bond or I O U, or something of that kind, as if this con- 
versation had taken place with some other persons before. 

732. You did not hear any proposal made, that the son should sign an affi- 
davit, stating that he was not worth the money that he was bound for? — Not in 
my presence. 

733. Nor did you hear a proposal made that he should give an IOU to his 
father? — I think not in my presence ; I think anything that I heard about it was 
from Mr. Cullen himself. 

734. Mr. Roebuck.] What was the son to do for the 100 l. ? — He was to vacate 
the recognizance. 

735. How ? — In whatever way he thought proper. 

736. He might not take the proper way ? — I presume, by making an affidavit 
to that effect ; I am not sure ; any way that he pleased to vacate it. 

737. A man cannot in any way he pleases vacate his recognizance ? — Any- 
way that he could do it. 

738. In fact he was to attempt to vacate the recognizance for the 100 /.? 
— Yes. 

739. Mr. Deedes .] Had you seen the son on this day that you are speaking 
of? — I had. 

740. Had he been in Mr. Getbin’s office with you and your brother ? — I am 
not sure of my brother being there ; the son and I were there and had refresh- 
ments in it, I think ; I think my brother was not with us, and that the father 
was not with us. 

741. At the time that you and Mr. Cullen junior were there, did anything pass 
about money ? — Yes; he always wished to get 100 l. 

742. The son asked for 100 l. ? — Yes. 

t 743- Uid he ever state to you any sum that he would take, not 100 Z. ? — 
No ; I think not less. 

744. Did he ever state to you that he would take 150 l. ? — I am not sure *, I 

believe 
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believe lie said that he should get 200 1 . instead of 100i., but that he would take 
100 l., for that it was calculated to put 2,000 l. in or out of Mr. Sadleir’s pocket. 

74, j. Did you uudeystand that the father was to negotiate for this money 
afterwards, and to receive 150 Z., or whatever he could get? — I think they were 
both, perhaps, to receive it, if they were both present. 

746- But_ only one of them was there when this 50 /. was shown by Mr. 
Gethin .- — \ es ; the father, to the best of my recollection. 

747. But he was then acting for the son ? — Yes. 

748. Had you seen the father and son together on that day?— I had. 

749 - Dad they talked together about any sum of money that the father was 
to take to the son, or that the son would lake? — They had. 

750. Was any given sum agreed upon between them ? — £. 100 they de- 
manded. 

75 1 - Did you consider that this offer of Mr. Gethin’s of the 50 /., was a part 
ot the transaction in a previous dealing for the sum of 100 /. which the son 
would take if he could get it? — Yes. 

752. Did the father look at these notes, and see what amount there was; did 
lie count them, or were they counted to him? — I think he did; I think there 
were but three notes in all, two of 20 /. and one of 10 Z. ; they were very easily 
seen . 

753. You did not count the money yourself? — No. 

754. Did you see it counted out?— I saw it laid ou the table ; Mr. Cullen was 
between me and Mr. Gethin ; we were sitting sideways, and I had an oppor- 
tunity of seeing- it, because Mr. Cullen was between us, and Mr. Gethin was at 
the lower end of the table ; I saw the notes just laid down ; I did not look at 
them. 



? 5 . r >- You think the sum of 50 Z. was comprised in three notes ? — I think so. 

756. Mr. E. C. Egerton . ] Did you suggest anything about an affidavit as the 
means of getting out of his recognizance? — I think not ; I think I had nothing 
to do with the affidavits in regard to it. 

7,57. Did you see any affidavit produced ? — I think I did ; I think Mr. David 
Cullen read an affidavit. 

758. Who gave it to Mr. David Cullen? — I do not know; it was on the 
table ; I have not a distinct recollection of it, but I know he read the affidavit, 
and said that his son could not make that affidavit, for that he was worrh 2,000/., 
and could not swear himself not worth the sum of 500 /., but that if he got the 
money he could easily do it by passing securities to him. 

759. Are you sure that you did not produce the affidavit yourself? — I think 
not ; it is my recollection that I did not. 

760. Mr. Roebuck.] Was it you that suggested an I O U, or a bond, for the 
purpose of depriving the son of the power of swearing that he was worth 500 /. ? 
— No; I knew by hearsay that they had had several conversations about that 
matter previously. 

761. Mr. E. C. Egerton. ~] From whom did you collect that?— Mr. Cullen 



himself. 

672. Had you and he talked about this matter? — We talked in Mr. Gethin’s 
room, and we talked on the way up ; we had 400 yards to walk, and we talked 
about it going up ; he told me what was his object in coming there. 

763. Who sent for you to Sligo on that occasion ? — I did not come designedly ; 

I came on private business. . ... * el . . 

764. Are you in the habit of taking any part in the business of Sligo.— 
Nothing more than my ordinary market-making. 

765. How often do you come there in the week .'—Very often; sometimes 
twice a week, sometimes three times, sometimes not at all. 

766. Do vou know Mr. Gethin 1 — Ido. 

767. Is lie your solicitor i— Yes, sometimes ; lie 1 ms done business for me. 

708 When this 50 Z. was lying there, did Mr. Gethin take any part m that 

conversation r— I do not think we had any conversation at all ot any consequence 
before Mr. Gethin ; our interview with Mr. Gethin did not occupy more than two 



“XVhe was there when the notes were lying upon tile table ? kes; 
Mr. Gethin was some time out, and returned and laid down the notes 

770. Mr. Deedes.] Do yon mean that when Mr. Gethin returned, at once, 
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without any conversation as to what had been passing, he put these notes upon 
the table: — I think so. 

771. Did lie make no remark at the timer — I think he considered that the 
matter had been arranged for the 50 /., and that he merely laid down the money ; 
he ii.iii.Iit have said. ‘‘Here is the money,’ or something of that kind : there 
was not more than that one observation. 

772. Mr. E. C. Enerton .] Mr. Gethin was not there when you first went in ? — 
I think he was in his office below stairs, or out; I think he was not in the room 
that the servant showed us into. 

773. Chairman. Did you hear Mr. Cullen, senior, decline to have anything 
to do with the matter with regard to the affidavit to influence his son, saying 
that it could not be done at all? — No; it was all a matter of pouuds, shillings, 
and pence. 

774. You heard him say that he could not swear that lie was not worth 
2,000 /. r — I heard him say that, but nothing more than I have told you. 

’ 775. But he said it could be done for the 100/.: — Yes; he said that if his 
son got 100/., or if lie got it for him : he would not take less. 

770. Mr. D cedes .] Do you know that paper ( handing to the Witness the affi- 
davit drawn for William Jiutledge ) ? — I do not know it. 

777. Have you ever seen it before? — I am not sure; I do not recollect that 
I ever did. hut I think it is like the handwritiug of my brother ; I am not 
sure. 

775. Did vou ever request your brother to write such an affidavit as that for 
you ? — Never. 

770. You never employed him to do so ? — Never, that I know of ; not this 
affidavit ; but I spoke to him to get affidavits, that the Rutledges were very 
anxious to get out of it. I met Air. William Rutledge in Sligo ; he iett an 
account for roe, where he and I lodged, that he wanted me: I was walking clown 
High-street, and lie was sittiug in a shop, looking out at the door, and he called 
me in ; he allied n.e if I had heard that his son-in-law had been induced by 
persons in Sligo to go bail in this election petition. 

"So. Mr. E. C. Eg‘-‘rton.~\ What is the date of that conversation? — I could 
net give you the date of it, but I know it was some days prior to this, 
tor I never k pt dates ; I never thought it would come to that. A man 
of the name of Kiiikurren told me that he was there and was looking 
tor me. J asked him if he knew the business ; he said that he thought 
it was about the securities, for that lie "as quite mad at his son-in-law 
being induced to cuter into a security which lie thought would be attended with 
some sad consequences to him, and that he was got into it by parties who would 
not go hail themselves. I was walking down High-street; I did not know where 
he was. and it was not with the intention of meeting him ; I was walking down 
High-street, on my business then ; he saw me passing the door, and lie called 
me : I turned back and went in ; he asked me if I had heard this story of his 
son-in-law ; I told him that I had that very minute, from Air. Kiiikurren, and 
lie said that he had come down to Sligo to see if he could by any means get his 
son-in-law out of it, and that he would give 20 /. to strive to get him out of 
the recognizance. I told him I knew nothing of the matter; that he ought to 
consult some prob-ssitmal man as to the way to get him out of it, and I told 
him that if lie went to those persons who induced him to go bail, I thought 
they were quite competent themselves, and that if they gave him a secu- 
rity, or pledged themselves to indemnify him, perhaps he would be at no 
loss. 'When 1 heard of these transactions with the Cullens in Sligo, I reported 
the matter to Air. Gethin, and told him that it would be better to go to .Mr. 
Rutledge, who was wilting to pay money for getting out of the security, and was 
very uneasy at his sou-iu-lttw having been gut into it; lie told me that he was 
brought down to Sligo by persons who went up there for him; that he was not 
at home; that they pretended he d&nied himself; that the next morning, after 
having been up all night, when lie did not know what he was doing, they 
induced him to enter into these recognizances; that he was very anxious to 
g- t 'ait of it, and went to Sligo fur the purpose. I told all this to Air. Gethin, 
a! *' : him I thought it much better for him to see the Rutledges on the 

siioj -ct ; I got a car and went up to Mr. Rutledge; I went and consulted Air. 
G< th.n to know how he could get out of it, and he, I think, prepared these 
affidavits. 

781. Mr. 
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781. Mr. DeedesJ] In whose handwriting* is that affidavit? — I do not know ; I 
think it is like my brother’s; it is in his handwriting*. 

782. Are you in the habit of corresponding with your brother? — Of course. 

783. And you know his handwriting* very well? — I do, and believe' that to 
be his handwriting*. 

784. Have you any doubt about it ? — It is not like his ordinary handwriting ; 
he might have taken a little more pains about it. I believe it to be his hand- 
writing*. 

785. Did you ever tell him to write any such affidavit, or any paper to the 
effect of this which you have now read? — I believe I did. 

786. With what view did you do that?— For the purpose of taking over any 
affidavit that would enable the Rutledges to get out of the trouble ; they were 
very near connexions of mine, and I was in the habit of visiting them. 

787. Who had desired you to do that ? —Nobody but myself; from the 
Rutledges’ first application to me, we being connexions, and 1 having lived in 
his house at one time, very nearly half a year, and having* visited him since I 
was a boy. 

788. Mr. E. C. Egei'ton.] Do yon know Mr. William Ormsby Rutledge? — 

I do. 

789. Well ? — Very well. 

790. Mr. Dcedesd] If you were very well acquainted with the family, did you 
know of your own knowledge whether this was a .true statement of the facts ; 
whether they could sign it consistently with the facts ? — X believe they could. 

791. It was at your own suggestion, and you asked your brother to prepare 
this, which you wished to put into the hands of the Rutledges, for the purpose 
of doing them a kindness r— I think so ; no doubt of it. 

793. Was it, or was it uotr — It was, no doubt of it; and I believe that it could 
be very safely done, from my knowledge. 

793. Mr. E. C. Egerton . ] Did you have any conversation with Mr. Ormsby 
Rutledge ? — I went then to the house of Mr. William Rutledge, and told lnm 
of the transaction with the Cullens, and showed him these affidavits, and 
told him that if he pleased to get out of it, as lie expressed a wish qt 
giving 20 1 . to get his son-in-law out of it, ne could get him out ot it 
without any trouble ; be said he would not like to make any affidavits ; 
that he would not like to disoblige some of the gentlemen in the neigh- 
bourhood, but to leave them with him, and he would take his son-in-law to 
Mr. Kilfoil, a magistrate, in the evening or the next morning, and try to make 
the affidavit, but that lie would prefer himself coming over to the examiner oi 
recognizances, if his expenses were paid, and the expense of the other trustee o 
the marriage settlement; that they would bring the mamage settlement wiffi 
them, and there show that be was not sufficient security j that he was tied down 
by a marriage settlement, and that in case ot an execution or anything oi that 
kind against him for the costs they would interpose and prevent any lrnb.1 tj .he 
made his wife go up stairs and bring down the marriage settlement , he si owed 
it .0 me, and while I was sitting in the parlour reading it hejomed me, and old 
me the clauses where lie considered that Ins son-in-law was an mnM 
security, and considered that by this marriage settlement he had no nglit 
enter into any security whatever. 

794. Mr. Deedes .] At the time this conversation took place, you had t.iose 
affidavits already written?— I had. 

And yon left thlmtoth with Mr. Rutledge, senior ?- At lnsrequrat 
707 At that time did you ever offer Mr. Rutledge any sum of money, ot any 
amount to s i<m ?— The other trustee happened to be m the house, oi he sent 
I do ™t know which, Mr. Macmunn ; he asked me .0 walk down the 
road with him to tlie attorney's house ; we three walked ^ down _ tether 
then said lie would go and see if the attorney was iu the way to be seen , tor us 
to walk do4 to Malmann's house, and he would Mn us, or, if not, lie would 
to want down 1 to iviac t l, ere till late m the evening, and 

Alr^Mac^unn and Tr^urned°and walked up to Mr. Rutledge's house ; he had 
not returned, and we received no message from him ; I did not see him men 
till the next morning. I slept there. The next morning he sent me down to 
the son-in-law’s house ; the son-in-law was not up m the morning, and I Milt 
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Mr. J. aimptoa. back, and he came himself with me down to the son-in-law's house, and showed 
him the affidavit, and spoke to him upon the subject, 
i .March 3854. 798. You have not answered my question. At the time that you gave Mr. 

Rutledge these affidavits, did you ask him to sign them, or one of them, and 
promise him any sum of money if he would do so ? — 1 told him that I was 
authorised, or that I would get him 50 /. that was given to the other man, to 
hear his expenses, and Mr. Macmunn’s expenses, before the examiner, and that 
if he pleased to save that money, let him make these affidavits at home. 

7gg. In short, you mean that if he could and would sign the affidavit, you 
could find him the sum of 50 /.? — Yes. 

800. What did he say to that? — He said he did not like to sign the affidavit; 
he said first that he would go down to Mr. Kilfoil’s, and take his son-in-law 
with him, the next morning, if he was able to go, and would do it there; he 
afterwards said he would prefer coming to London ; that he had some business 
in town, and wanted to see the Exhibition ; and that if he got his money, he and 
Mr. Macmunn would come over for that purpose. 

S01. i understood you to tell the Committee that you had heard, or knew that 
Mr. Rutledge was willing to give 20 /. to get out of it ? — He stated so to me over 
and over again. 

802. Then under what circumstances did you offer him the 50 /. ? — Because 
he was a friend of mine, and I would have done anything to benefit him. 

803. From what quarter were you prepared to get this 50 /., that you were 
authorised to offer, and did, according to your own statement, offer him upon this 
occasion? — I considered that the 50 /. which I saw before that offered to Mr. 
Cullen would be given to him. 

804. Mr. Roebuck. ] You said that you were authorised? — Yes. 

805. Who authorised you? — Mr. Gethin did, of course. 

806. Mr. Gethin authorised you to offer him 50 /. ? — Yes ; after I proposed the 
matter to him. 

807. To do what ? — That Mr. Rutledge was very anxious to get out of the 
recognizance ; that he offered, himself, 20 Z. to get out of it, and that it was as good 
for him to get out of it as Mr. Cullen. 

808. Mr. Denies. ] And inasmuch as Mr. Cullen would not take 50 /. for his 
affidavit, you were authorised bv Mr. Gethin to offer it to Mr. Rutledge? — 
Yes. 

Sop. Mr. E. C. Egerton.j When had Mr. Gethin given you this authority ? — 
Either in the house or in the street there, just about, upon the occasion of the 
Cullens being in the town. 

810. After Mr. Cullen had refused it? — Yes. 

S11. And was it in consequence of what Mr. Gethin had told you that you 
went to Mr. Rutledge’s house ? — It was. 

812. Then you considered yourself as acting under the orders of Mr. Gethin 
throughout the whole of this transaction ? — I do not know that ; I think Mr. 
Gethin was just as much acting under my orders. 

S13. You say he authorised you ? — Yes, when I applied to him for the pur- 
pose, to try to get the money, and get him out of the trouble too. 

814. Chairman.'] You did not find any money? — No; I played my own card 
higher. 

815. Mr. Deedes.] Mr. William Rutledge declined signing this paper, did he 
not ? — He did not decline signing it. 

816. lie did not sign it ? — He did not sign it ; he would prefer coming to 
Dublin to see the Exhibition, and coming over to see the city of London; he 
stated that he would be no money out of pocket himself by the transaction. I 
made an arrangement with him to meet me at a village called Ballisadare, four 
miles to the Dublin side of Sligo, if I would try to get him the money to defray 
his and Mr. Macmunn’s expenses. I went there by the coach, and he drove 
down in his own car to meet me. The money would not be given, and was not 
given. I was a good deal annoyed at disappointing him, and had been disap- 
pointed myself; I said, “The thing has happened; I will frank you for the 
night.” 

817. Mr. E. C. Egerton.] Whom did you see upon that occasion? — Mr. Gethin. 

SiS. And you asked him for the 50 Z. ? — Yes. 

819. And he refused to give it to you? — Yes. I forget whether it was 

through 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




SELECT COMMITTEE ON SLIGO BOROUGH ELECTION. 37 

through my brother that I got a message from Mr. Gethin, or from Mr. Gethin 
himself personally. I cannot charge my memory with that. 

820. How soon was this after you had seen Mr. William Rutledge ?— I saw 
him on the morning of that day, and left his house and came down, and thought 
I would meet him at Ballisadare with the money to send him to London. From 
the time I arrived at his house I had not an hour in Sligo till the coach was 
setting out. 

821. Did you see Mr. William Ormsby Rutledge on any of these occasions? — 
I did that morning. 

822. Did you say anything to him about these transactions? — I showed him 
the two affidavits. 

S23. Mr. Roebuck.'] You had both affidavits then in your possession at that, 
time ? — I think so. 

824. I thought you had left them both at Mr. Rutledge’s — Yes ; but I went 
back a second time to him. 

825. Did he entrust you with them? — Yes. 

826. Flow did he get them again? — I gave them back again. I was twice 
with him ; I went and showed him the affidavits ; he promised to have them 
perfected! I came down to Sligo, and 1 came back to him, and upon the second 
occasion I had these affidavits in my hand and showed them to his son-in-law at 
the time. 

827. When they were finally left with Mr. Rutledge, did you attempt to take 
them back? — No. 

828. Then you did not accuse Mr. Rutledge of acting in an ungentlemanly 
manner, because he did not give them to you ? — Not at all ; he would have 
given them to me if I had asked for them ; they passed backwards and forwards 
several times. 

829. Mr. E. C. Egerton .] Will you tell me what passed between you anu Mr. 

William Ormsby Rutledge at the time when you showed him that affidavit '! — 
Very little. _ . „ 

830. Did he express any surprise at seeing this affidavit.' By no means. 
There was a bottle of whiskey upon the table, a bowl of sugar (it was about eight 
or nine o'clock in the morning), a jug of new milk, and a kettle of boiling water 
on the fire. He pressed me very much to drink whiskey ; I told him that. I 
never drank whiskev at that hour of the day, and would not ; they pressed me 
immoderately, both 'Mr. and Mrs. Rutledge and the father-in-law. 

83 1 . Then he did not go off into a state of indignation ?— By no means ; we 

parted on the most friendly terms and shook hands. . 

832. Did he say he would sooner cut off his right hand than sign such a 

document ? — Not one word about it. , . . 

833. Chairman.] Then how was it that nothing came of itr— I left this with 
him to make up his mind to see whether he would go down before Mr. Kilioil ; 
he did not like to go before Captain King or Mr. Fenton ; to see whether be 
would go down to Mr. Kilfoil to make it; and then we ultimately settled that 
Mr. William Rutledge would go over to London for the purpose. He came 
down to Sligo for the purpose, and it was by a mere oversight that I lett them 
in his hands. I did not think them of any consequence. 

3.J4. You were very much surprised to find that the affidavit was not made. 
—No ; I knew he preferred very much taking the money, and coming over 

'“sis. Mr. Roebuck.] The affidavits were not perfected, because you did not 
pay the SO hr— I think so; you are right; they would not make the affidaiits 

111 8*36 C Euerton.] Is that what passed at the time r— ' That proposal 

— 7 * I ** — y- 

and could not^it. ^ ^ ^ Mr WiI1Um Ormsby Rutledge, what 

passed between you and him as to any particular sum of money 7 — W e were 
makino- no bargain at all; I merely stated to him l am authorised, or I will 
myself procur/your father-in-law 50 l. for making these affidavits; we will get 
Z out of it for he is anxious to get yon out of it; he spoke to me himself , to 
you out 01 11,1011.0 ^ ( „i t . I think it much better to have the 



sav he would give 20 I. to get you oat ; 1 . 

balance of cash in your favour ; to receive 50 1. instead of paying 20/. 
0.20. E 3 
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air. ./. Simpson. S 3 «.> . Did vou never mention to Mr. William Ormsby Rutledge that he should 

— receive any money : — Never; I would not insult him by offering him any 

i Ma ch 1834. money, hut 1 did consider that he could satelv make that affidavit, and that it 
was the fact, and I think that very likely the result, will prove it. 

840. Mr. E. C. Eger ton.] Did he say any thing about having the money 
before he signed ? — 1 cannot, say. My own opinion is, that it was my own pro- 
posal ; Mr. William Rutledge cared very little about the money, and did not set. 
anv value upon it. nor his son-in-law: but I told him, “ May you not as well 
have the money, and get yourself out of trouble ; I will do anything I can for 
you. vou being a relation, friend, and everything' else.’ 

841. Mr. Mactermn (through the Committee).] Are you well acquainted with 
the part of the country where Dromove W r est is ? — 1 am. 

842. 1 believe vou had some of the contracts for making roads in that part ot 
the country: — I had. 

843. About bow many years have you known that part r — Perhaps 35 years. 

844. Do you recollect when the lather of William Onnsby Rutledge was alive ? 
— I do, very well. 

845. Does William Onnsby Rutledge now live in the house that his father 
resided iu l — I believe so ; I forget the house that his father lived in. 

S46. Do you forget the house that you went into with the affidavits? — No. 

847. Is not that the house that his father resided in ? — 1 forget whether it was 
built before or alter. 

S48. At all events, it was there that the father lived, whether it is the same 
house or not? — Yes ; I am not sure that it is there that he lived first ; l think 
he purchased it. 

849. As long as you recollect, do not you know that Mr. Peter Rutledge in 
his lifetime, and afterwards his son, William Onnsby Rutledge, lived at that 
place at Bcllville : — Yes ; I believe so. 

850. Did you give any instructions to your brother as to writing this affidavit 
that I hold in n.y hand ? — I do not think I gave instructions with regard to the 
wording of ir. 

851. Did you ever read it before you presented it to William Rutledge, of 
Dromore West, to be sworn by him ? — 1 am not sure that I did ; I rather think 
not ; perhaps if I did I read it in company with him ; but the thing was done 
on the impulse of the moment. 

552. Did you ever read it at all till you read it here to-day ?— I did ; I read 
it with both the Mr. Rutledges, I have no doubt. 

553. From your knowledge of where William Orinsby Rutledge resides and 
has resided, do not you know that if William Rutledge, of Dromore West, swore 
this affidavit, he would perjure himself r— I do not. 

854. Do not you know that this would be a lie: “ And saith the said William 
Ormsby Rutledge, together with his wife, resides in the house of this deponent, 
which is this deponent’s property.’’ If he swore that, did not you know that he 
would swear a iie ? — I do not recollect that that sentence ever struck me. 

855. But if he did sviear it, did not you know that it would be an untruth ? — 
Possibly ; and I would not propose to him to swear it. 

Sjd. Although you read this over with him and with his son-in-law, William 
Ormsby Rutledge, it never struck you that it was a lie on the face of it ? — I will 
tell you my recollection of it now ; I did state at the time that it was an untruth, 
hut it v\as a mere form to he followed up at the instance of the two Rutledges, 
who were to prove it according to their own diction ; no doubt of it; I now dis- 
tinctly recollect it ; I did state that it was untrue ; I told both the Mr. Rutledges, 
that they could prepare any affidavit themselves, according to the heading, that 
they pleased to swear to ; but of course nobody could ask him to swear that he 
lived in a house of his, when everybody knew the contrary. 



Mr. Michael Gethiu, called in ; and Examined. 

Mr. HI. Geihin. 857. Chairman .] YOU are, I believe, a Solicitor in Sligo? — Yes. 

858. Are you acquainted with Mr. David Cullen ? — Yes. 

S51). Are you acquainted with Mr. William Cullen, the son ? — Yes, I know 
them personally. 

860. Do yon know the last witness, James Simpson ? — Y’es. 

86 1. And Henry Simpson, his brother ? — Yes. 

862. Do 
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862. Do you recollect, at the beginning of August last, William Cullen 
corning to your office on the subject of the recognizances entered into by the son ? 
— 1 reeolhict William Cullen, David Cullen, James Simpson, and Henry Simp- 
son coming at the same time to my office. 

863. Do you recollect them coming together ? — Together. 

864. Do you recollect David Cullen or William Cullen coming- separately ? — 
No, 1 do not recollect it. 

8C/S. You have no recollection of any interview with those parties, except all 
»r ? — No. 



one inter- 



Mr. M . 6 
1 March 



four together ' — JNo. . 

866. Do you recollect, more than one interview with them '—Only < 
view ; that is, with the Cullens. 

867. On that occasion, David Cullen, William Cullen, and the two Simpsons 

were present? — Yes. , , , . . _ T 

868. Was each of them present during the whole of the interview No 

well as" 1 '>—<■ r'„n«n went *,nt. thr n vp.rv short, time, for what 



-He did not go 
-Perhaps I had better 



868. Was each of them present during me wnoie 01 r.ue lurervicw i — us. 
veil as I recollect, William Cullen went out for a very short time, for what pur- 
pose l do not know ; and I believe returned again very shortly afterwards. 

869. David Cullen was there when he went away ? — He was. 

870. He did not go away, and was there when lie came back ? 

away. , 

871. For wlmt purpose were these four parties there 

give wlmt. took place. . _ . r - , i 

872. Give an account of the whole transaction r— 1 They came to my office, and 

Mr. Simpson said, “ Here are the Cullens.’ teT i 

873. Which Mr. Simpson?— I think it was Henry Simpson ; _ lhe> corn*, 
about this election business,” of something of those words; I was m .the ; public 
office clown stairs; 1 told them to walk up stairs ; they went up suur . and one 
of the Simpsons, 1 do not know which. I think it was Henry, said Ti c 
Cullens leave had some conversation relative to this security ; and . they ly 
to talk about their old friendship ; that they were old friends, then one of he 

Simpsons said that, he had inquired into the affairs of this young Cullen that 

Cullen did not then conceive himself sufficient, security for the sum ot 3001 . 
and that lie regretted having made the former affidavit and perfected the uco - 
idzance. 1 I - You are the best judge of your 

a miscalculation as to your property, of course y™ '!™ get out of u «« 
diluted.” „ ,, 

consult upon the subject of the lecogmzance, “ i,L nes °t I was agent 

. 87 b- Were you connected w.ffi "^0/ ~eut, p .as also 
m an election petition here, m the last ae.su 
connected with an election petition on a former oeeasio . 

Ill: 

lit 

at this last elertion tor any one of the candidate f did . j will ev- 

881 . Chairman.-] Did you take a ° y i eketion ■ I was conducting agent tor Mr. 
plain the position t stood in .at the i t 1 as unseated, Mr. Stonor, 

T°™lev at the former elect.®, J^ M ^ ing r ^ London to Sligo You 
an English barrister, stated to m ~ , , • : nteres t at the coming election, 

must act on behalf of Mr. Townley, and not be engaged for 

and give whatever influence, he P os ”“; e di wWch I had with Mr. Stonor in 

upon his behalf. persons took place with you entirely iu 

882 Then tins interview of election busiaess> and your bang 

consec[uence of youE being c E ^ supposed 

0.20. 
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supposed to be a person capable of giving good advice? — And also I had pre- 
viously instructed Mr. Simpson to make inquiries as to the solvency of the 
sureties. 

583. Mr. Roebuck .] You did that on behalf of Mr. Sadleir? — No ; I was not 
instructed by Mr. Sadleir to do so. 

584. On whose behalf were you acting', then ? — 1 consider that I was assisting 
certainly Mr. Sadleir. 

885. Were yon not acting as his agent then ? — No. 

886. What do you mean by taking part in such a proceeding, and not acting 
as his agent? — I received a letter from Mr. Sadleir’s agent, saying, that he 
would feel obliged if I would make every inquiry as to the solvency of the 
sureties. 

S87. Were not you actiug on behalf of Mr. Sadleir? — I do not consider that 
I could send Mr. Sadleir in a bill of costs. 

88S. Mr. E. C. Eger ton.] There are other agents besides an attorney ? — 1 
explain the position that I was in; it is for the Committee to draAV their infer- 
ence whether I acted as agent or not ; I received no direct retainer from him to 
do so. 

SS9. What was the communication which you had with Mr. Simpson ? — I 
directed him to make every inquiry as to the solvency of the securities. 

890. Mr. Roebuck.] In order to invalidate the petition against Mr. Sadleir ? 
— Decidedly. 

891. Were not you acting then on behalf of Mr. Sadleir ?— I consider that he 
was. 

892. Were not you then acting as his agent ; what do you mean bv acting as 
an agent ? — I mean acting as an agent in a legal capacity ; receiving instructions 
so to do. 

S93. I mean acting in a legal capacity also ; suppose you bribe a person ? — 
I do not know whether I was an agent or not ; I do not conceive that I was. 

894. Mr. E. C. Egerton. j Did you employ Simpson on any other occasion ? 
— Never. 

$95. Mr. Deciles.] Could the information of Simpson, which you directed him 
to obtain, affect any other candidate? — No. 

896. And it must have a direct influence upon Mr. Sadleir ? — Yes. 

897. Chairman.] Were you instructed to employ Simpson, or did you do so- 
from your own knowledge ?— From my own knowledge. 

898. Mr. Roebuck.] Which Simpson? — Henry Simpson. 

S99. Chairman.] You had not employed him before ? — No. 

900. Mr. E. C. Egerton.] And were not his professional adviser ? — I was- 
acquainted with him ; I might have attended quarter sessions previously for 
him. 

901. Chairman.] Will you proceed to detail precisely what took place in the 
presence of these two Cullens ; did any further communication take place with 
them : — ^ es, they talked about the insufficiency of his property ; that he was not 
sufficient for the sum of 500 1, and that he was anxious to make an affidavit to 
such an effect ; and Simpson said that Cullen was poor, and to know whether he 
would have 50 /. for making this affidavit; I said that the expense of attending 
before the examiner might be more than 50 /., and that he might have 50 l. 

902. Mr. Roebuclc.] You offered him 50 /. ; on whose behalf did you offer him 
that 50 1. r — I was not instructed by Mr. Sadleir to do so. 

903. Would not you have sent in that bill to Mr. Sadleir? I would 

certainly. 

904. Mr. Deedes.] Supposing this man had had 50 /. at the time, you would, 
have^ considered yourself fairly entitled to send in a claim to Mr. Sadleir for that 
sum r— In equity and fairness. 

905. Mr. E. C. Egerton.] You as a lawyer must know that that constitutes 
an agent ? — I say in equity and fairness I was fairly entitled to it. 

oob. Chairman.] Go on ?— Young Cullen said, “Will not you make it 100/.? 
something to that effect. I said, “I do not wish to interfere further in the 
matter. When I said that, young Cullen said, “The defence of this petition 
may cost Mr. Sadleir 2,000 /.” I had nothing to do with that ; I said it might 
cost hint thousands of pounds. I did not know whether they wanted to make a 
money job of it. I did not know what their object was, and I went away. 

907. Did 
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907. Did you leave them in your office then ?— No, we all went away. 

908. Did all four leave together? — They all went away, and I went into my 
parlour. 

909. Was the son present when this 50 /, was mentioned ?— He was present 
when it was mentioned. 

910. Was it produced ? — Not in his presence. 

911. It was produced in the presence of the father ? — It was. 
g 1 2. Mr. DeedesJ] At a later time?— Yes. 

913. You produced it? — l did. 

914. You put it on the table? — I handed it over, I think, to one of the 
Simpsons. 

915. Do you recollect in what notes it was? — Bank 01 Ireland notes. 

916. Of what value ? — Fifty pounds. 

917. But in different notes; how many notes was it split into ; twenties or 
tens or twos, or what?— Half-a-dozen notes ; I cannot now recollect, 

918. Chairman.] The son, I think you stated, said, “ Cannot you make it 
100/.”? — “ Cannot you make it 100 /.?” 

a jo. The negotiation actually came to a point as far as money being produced 
to the father ; what did the father say ? — I cannot recollect what the father 
said. 

020. lie did not take the 50 1 . r— He did not take the 50 Z. 

021. Did you understand him to refuse it? — No, I did not understand him to 
refuse it ; lie did not take it ; and I do not know what he intended to do alter- 

""022 He did not take it, but went away, and then the conference broke up r— 
Yes • I made no inducement to take the money ; simply presenting the 50 /. 

923. Mr, E. C. Egerlo a.] You were aware that the recognizances liatl been 

al, Q24 y Did it not strike you, as a professional man, that you were tampering 
with the recognizances at that time r— It struck me that they were tampeimg 

with me ; I never spoke to them in all my life before. , mvimr 

025. Mr. Roebuck.'] Is that the way they bribe people m Ireland, by giving 
50 /. to somebody else ; because it seems very queer tampering with you that you 
should give them 60 J. ’-Fifty pounds if they had calculated >®P™P| r V . , 
926. Mr. E. C.Egertm.] Had you made any inquiries yourself about 
properties of these men, so as to be able to judge of then- property - <«• 

P 927. Wlmt means had you ofknowing?-I sent to a farmer name M Lough in 
who lived near . them, and he told me they were very poor ; ^ gave “e a to of 
some property they had about; there was some eattle property which 
would not amount to more than 80 /. 

028. Where had you made those inquiries ?— 1 cannot say. 

929. Mr. Roebuck Did making that inquiry cost any money ’-No, 1 

for M‘Louglilin. . , T 

g 3 o. Did not he charge for coming there r— I'm. 

931. You did it quite gratuitously : you would not send in a bill to any , 

you sent for a man to make inquiries of him ’—Yes. Sadleirs 

932. On whose behalf did you make those inquiries .-On Mr. San 
be 933' Did you make them gratuitously ; you told me that you could not send 

a 93q: n C^“o“ou 0t 'send inabill for thatf-Mr. Sadleir did not authorise 
me to make any such investigation. employed by Mr. 

935. Chairman.] But you said 
Sadleir’s agent to make an investigation as to the prop y 

Yli 936. Mr. Eocbuck.J Could not you send in a bill on that account.— I never 
intended to do so. . . 

937. Could not you 1—1 might ^ inquiries without 

938. Mr. E. C. Egerlo,,.-] Is it usual X^dsfor payment ?-l think it is in 

having some principal that }’<™ 1 ®° M jj'GiU, and he directed me to 

Ireland; I spoke to a gentemm ' of Sbgo, M. , ived Eear his 

h e ote!°and V^saif im wfs an intelligent^, and would give every m.orma- 
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tion about it ; I Nil I M‘Gill that I would lie obliged if he would send to 
•I I.oughiin. u:.d M’L ughhn e.diod at my office and -are me tiie statement. 

939- ^ :i A • ( l' i ‘ a!i y ♦‘Oiiiru'.ii uitmu ’.it 1 S:n::,.'un upon the subject of 
Cuilen a uiluil'a : — ^ t.*. 

94°* H'*w long \va* that previous to this interview wiiich lias been mentioned; 
na<l yon desired Simplon tu inaice any inquiries for vou ? — Yes. 

041. Had Simpson given you any information ?— Simpson told me. 

1142. W liicit of tiie Simp.-ons ? — Henry Simpson. 

043. W lieu was it that you iirst desired Henry Simpson to make this inquire? 
— I cannot say tiie exact date. 

944- Von 1ec0ll. i t tiu- date of the election, I suppose ? — Yes. 

945. \ on :•< ci.llec:. the «!ate of t!ie petition ? — Yes. 

94<>. How ng aR-r the petition hud been sent up was it that you instructed 
hum wm fo make these inquiries.' — If I knew the exact date when it was pre- 
sented p. rhaj.s [ could say. 

947- T.;u petition was presented some time in July; how long before this 
meeting was it that you hud employed Simpson? — I cannot tell whether it was 
10 da\s. 

94S. Had you seen him more than once upon the subject? — I saw him, I 
think, two or three times. 

949- I-lid you see the other Simpson ? — No, not much. 

9.-, o. Were there any other persons whom you had employed to make inquiries 
about tne C til lend affairs — No others, that. I recollect. 

9.* 1 • Chairman .] \\ as any proposal made to Cullen, senior, in vour presence, 
ty get him to induce Lis s on to swear an affidavit, saving that lie was not worth 
toe money that he was bound for? — No; I cannot recollect anvthino- of the 
kind. ‘ 0 



954. Mr. Roebuck.^ "What did you offer him the money for? — Simpson said 
they were poor and required a sum of monev, and would feel obliged if I would 
give some money. 

953- But cfo you give money to everybody who savs he is poor? — No. 

9 ' 4- For what purpose did you offer that money ? — The man was willing to 
make the affidavit ; I wanted to assist the man. 

9'5* Mr. A. C. Egtrton. Did vou consider that the affidavit was the fcou- 
xt-eratinn fjr the Co /. ?— No. 



oio. liien went was the cu:.>:e -ration for the 30 /. ? — The reason I offered the 
't‘ J l. was to get r-d or the expen.-es before the examiner here, and when they 
(km.irii.cu 30 0, I iliuuglit it tin* speediest course to tnd the matter. If the man 
i.ijnseif mi:<J he was not worth 500 I thought he was the best judge of his own 
anaiis. - 

P,,,. Did yon (•• lnniunicate with Mr. Sadleir’s agent before vou took that 
step oi ottering aw/. — No. 

prS. ChairiKiin D:d not he say m your presence, so far from not beino- 
worth 0-V'J/., that he was worth 2,000/., and could not swear to an affidavit 
saying that lie was not worth 2,U00 L ! — No. 

fijii- Did you hoar any suggestion made of au I O U from the son to the 
lather ; — No. 

pthi. Mr. Ingham.'] Or a bond ? — No. 

ytii. Mr. £. V. E^rlan.} No assignment of his affairs ;— Xo assignment of 
ins anmrs in ruv presence, nor did I make any such proposition. 

OIL'. Chairman. ] How long were these parties in vonr house ’—About 1 0 or 
15 minutes. 

9 f, 3- ere they in your house a considerable time without vour bein* T in the 
room with them, tu your knowledge r—1 might have left the room for a few 
minutes; 1 might have left them aiune. 



964. Mr. E. C. Eger ton.] Where did you produce this 50/. from; from 
your pocket at the time, or from any cash-box?— I produced it from mv pocket. 

9O5. \vas nothing said before you placed the 50/. noon the table '-—Nothing 
was said except that Mr. Simpson expressed a wish that I would give him 
over 50/. & 

p 66 . Mr .Roebuck.] But I suppose you had armed yourself with the 50/. 
beforehand, in conse/juence of a poor man coming to you;— Mr. Simpson had 
loUl me that he would require 30 /. r 



967. Mr. 
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1)67. Mr. Ingham .] When did Mr. Simpson tell you that he would require 
50 7 . ; how long before he came to you ? — That very day. 

968. Neither the father nor the son objected to this affidavit: — No; on the 
contrary, the son said, “Make it 100/., and I will sign the affidavit.*’ I said 
“ No.” He said, “ It might cost Mr. Sadleir thousands of pounds to defend the 
petition.” 

969. Mr. Deedes .] You said that you employed Henry Simpson to make 
these inquiries about the Cullens -, had you any particular reason for fixing upon 
Henry Simpson for doing it: — Nothing more than that he was an intelligent 



person. 

970. Had you any means of knowing that he was very intimate with the 
Cullens ? — He told me so ; that he had known them many years. 

971. Was that after you had told him that you wished to employ him r — I first 
wished him to have some inquiries perfected into a Mr. Mods, one of the suerties to 
another petition, and then he told me about these Cullens; that he had known 
them for a great number of years, and knew’ their affairs, and that he was a very 
oreat friend of theirs ; and then I told him that I would he obliged if he would 
make inquiries as to the state of their affairs. 

gj-2. Mr. K. C. Eger ton . ] Are you acquainted with the two Rutledges? — 
Y es. 

Q73. Did you see either of them about this time: — No. 

q74. Did either of them ever come to your office ? — No. 

975. Were you aware of any affidavit prepared for the signature of William 
Orrnsby Rutledge ? — Yes ; 1 am aware of a draft affidavit. 

Q76. Who prepared that affidavit: — I prepared it. 

977. Mr. Deedes.] Did you write it ? — Yes. 

978. Do you know that (, landing to the Witness the affidavit drawn for William 
Orrnsby Rutledge ) ? — That is my handwriting. 

979. Mr. JS. C. Egertoji.] Did you know of this one for the father-in-law 
(handing the same to the Witness ) ; do you know that handwriting ? — To the best 
of my opinion it is the handwriting of either of the Simpsons ; they write some- 



what alike. 

980. Have you corresponded with them, and have you means of knowing 
their handwriting?— Yes. . . 

98 !. Can you say which of the Simpsons has written that?— I think it is 
Henrv Simpson ; I am not sure. 

082 Mr. Deedes .] From what information did you prepare this affidavit for 
William Orrnsby Rutledge ?— Mr. James Simpson came to my office, ana he 
told me that lie 'had had a conversation with a Mr. William Rutledge, the fatner- 
in-law of William Orrnsby Rutledge; that in this conversation Mr. W illiam 
Rutledge produced to this James Simpson a marriage settlement, executed by 
the surety to the petition, William Orrnsby Rutledge, by which settlem ent it 
appeared that all the real estate of William Orrnsby Rutledge, the surety, was 
settled upon his wife ; and also that he produced to him at the same time an 
I 0 U of William Orrnsby Rutledge, the surety, for the sum of 500 /. Mr. 
Simpson stated so to me ; and from all these circumstances he was totally insuffi- 
cient as surety for the sum of 500 l ; and that being loose I requested this 
James Simpson to call upon me, or not to call upon me but to have an 1 affida- 
davit prepared, in which his son-in-law, the surety, would make an affidavit as 
to the miscalculation which he made when he formerly swore that he was worth 

^983!* Mr °E. l C. Egerlon.'] When did Mr. Simpson tell you this?— Upon the 
occasion of my preparing that draft. 

985 w“ s 3 ir a te™M S '^ with ti,e sim P 5 ° ns and the 

the date of this, whether it was 
before or after this interview with the Cullens I cannot. 

087 Did you prepare that affidavit at once : At once. 

088 Without seeing the marriage settlement ?- Without seeing the marriage 
settlement I never spoke to William Orrnsby Rutledge, the. surety, m my life, 
Si within the last few^ days, that I had just a casual conversation with him in 



the lobby of the House. 
0.20. 



989. Then 



Mr. M. Gethin. 



1 March 1854. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




44 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 



Mr. M. Geihin. 
i March 1854. 



989. Then did you have no other information upon which you prepared this 
affidavit than this conversation with Simpson r — No. 

990. In which he told you that he had seen the marriage settlement '? — That 
he had seen the marriage settlement with the father-in-law of the surety, and 
that the father-in-law had also produced an I O U for 500 /., and he told me 
some other matters, 

991. Are vou in the habit of preparing affidavits upon that sort of loose testi- 
mony; did not you think it more advisable to see the marriage settlement your- 
self, and ascertain whether it was the case ? — I thought nothing about it. 

992. Mr. Deedes.] Were you ever asked by Mr. Simpson for any sum of 
money to be given to either of the Rutledges for signing this' affidavit ? — Nevex*. 

993. Then if either of the Simpsons has stated that he asked you for 50 /. 
afterwards, at any time, for these parties signing the affidavits, he has stated 
that which is not the truth? — He is totally in error. 

994. He never asked you ? — Never. 

905. The 50 Z. which was refused by Cullen was never set apart or appropriated 
by you for the purpose of getting another affidavit signed by the Rutledges ? — 
Never. 

996. Mr. E. C. Eger ton.] And he never made an application to you for the 
50 /., stating that it was to be given to the Rutledges? — He never made an 
application to me for the 50 /. ; he might have considered that the 50 Z. was a 
floating sum. 

997. Mr. Roebuck.} He never made any application, and got a refusal from 
you ? — No. 

998. Mr. E. C. Eger ton.} You state that positively? — I never recollect any- 
thing of the kind. 

999. Mr. Macternan ( through the Committee ).] Before you made any inquiry 
about the solvency of the Cullens or the Rutledges, had you communicated with 
Mr. Walker, the conducting agent of Mr. Sadleir ? — I do not recollect that I 
had. 

1000. Had you any letter from Mr. Walker, directing you what course to 
pursue ? — I had a letter from Mr. Walker, stating in general terms that he would 
feel obliged if I would inquire into the solvency of the sureties. 

1001. Can you say whether in that letter the name of Simpson was intro- 
duced r — I think not. 

1002. Will you say it was not ?— I believe it was not. 

1003. To your recollection, the Cullens came to your house on the day the 
50 /. was counted out? — Yes. 

1004. Before they came, had you the money in the house ? — No. 

1005. Where did you go to get that money? — I went and got that money 
from Alderman Walker. 

1006. That is the father of Mr. Sadleir’s conducting agent? — Yes. 

1007. Did you tell Mr. Walker the purpose for which you wanted the 50 /. ? 
— Not that I recollect. 

1008. Did you ever get 50 l. from Mr. Walker before ? — Often. 

1009. On electioneering matters ? — Never ; I asked him for a loan of money, 
and I got it. 

1010. And it was a loan of 50 l. that you asked on this occasion ? — Yes. 

ion. Did you get a letter from any person, directing you, that if you con- 
cluded a bargain with the Cullens, you would get 50 /. of Alderman Walker, to 
carry out the terms of that bargain? — No. 

1012. Were you told by any person, verbally, that if you concluded a bargain, 
you would get 50 Z. ? — No. 

1013. At the time that you offered that, 50 Z., supposing 100 l. had been the 
sum agreed upon, would you have got the 100 /. from Mr. Walker? — I do not 
know. 

1014. Had you any money at you disposal at the time, connected with 
electioneering matters, excepting that 50 Z. ? — No. 

1015. Did you know that James Simpson was to go up to Dromore West, to 
try and get the affidavit, which yon drew, sworn by William Ortnsby Rutledge? 
— I gave the draft, and knew nothing further about the matter. 

1016. Did you not know that the intention was to have it sworn ? — The inten- 
tion was to bring it to the father-in-law, at the request of the father-in-law ; I do 

not 
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not. know what dealings there were between the father-in-law and the son- 
iu-law. 

1017. Had you any conversation with Henry Simpson about an affidavit 
which he prepared for the father-in-law himself to make ? — No ; not that I 
recollect. 

1 S. Did you ever sec that affidavit before you saw it here to-day ? — No ; not 
eeolloct. 

Could it lie possible that you saw that affidavit without recollecting it? 

— I <lo not believe I ever saw it. till to-day; I believe that Simpson might have 
prepared it from reading ever this or something of that sort, that there was suffi- 
cient instruction for him to do so, but I never saw it till to-day. 

10 :0. Do not you know that William Ormsby Rutledge lives and has lived 
manv years in his own house perfectly distinct from his father-in-law ? — Yes; he 
lives a short, distance from his father-in-law. 

> 1 . Half a mile ? — No ; a quarter of a mile ; a few hundred yards. 

2-2. It is his own property ; you know that very well?— Yes. 

2 ). Did not you think, that asking William Rutledge to swear that Ins son- 
• bis wife lived in a house belonging to him was asking him to swear 
hieh was not true ?— The son-in-law takes a very active part in the 
itairs. and I believe knows better the affairs. . „ , . 

10 *4 Would it bo true, if auv person swore that William Ormsby Rutledge 
was lfvi’im in the house of his father-in-law ?— He has a house there, and I do 
not know* of my own knowledge, whether he resides in that house or not; 1 
never was there in my life, and never spoke to the gentleman. 

lO J',. You say that you inquired through a person of the name ot M Cough- 
lin us t.o Cullen’s solvency ? — Yes. . , , 

lo jti. Was it Mr. M‘Gill, whose name you have mentioned, that directed you 
to employ Mr. M'Loughlin ?— He did not direct me to employ him ; he men- 

““l 02 7!" Did’ you go yourself to Mv. M'Loughlin’s house r-Never in my life 
,038. Did you send to Mr. M'Loughhn to come to you ?- 1 told Mi. M Gdl 
to get him sent for. 

\Z: Mr. M'Loughlin to make -Never, 

tl 'i 031V’ Did you give Mr. M'Loughlin any money for coming to your house r 
“u'te. Did lie, to your knowledge, get any money in any way for having 

you did not yourself give him a guinea never 

give him a pound ?-I never gave him a pound, that I 
to ray knowledge. Mi. M L t. lkm were 110t efficient security tor the 

although ho was well aware that th t ment ion his name m the 

niigh^sittieHn°pMket*ibr it f aud’that’mided^my interview Altogether with Mr. 
n^'^vionsly to anything ^ 

Sadleir that you employed Simp t <1 b] about Mr. Mona?— I was 

1 040. Then why need he g ve himseU any ^ ^ 

anxious to make an rav°tha^ “e “Sx°iety induced you to inquire whe- 

ther°Mr. Mon" w-solv^t or Lt 1-1 wished the solvency to be mqu.red into, 

and wished Simpson to do it. 6! 1042. Had 



Mr. M. Gethin. 
l March 1854. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




Mr. M. Getliin. 
i March 1854. 



46 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 

1042. Had you instructions from any person to inquire about Mr. Mo ns. whe- 
ther he was solvent or not ? — Yes. 

1043. Then it was because Mr. Walker wrote to you to do so that you 
inquired about Mr. Mods; and because Mr. Walker wrote to you to do so, that 
you employed Simpson to look after the contracts that lie had, and the sureties 
that he had entered into ? — I employed Simpson on my own judgment. 

1044. Will you state that Simpson’s name was not mentioned in the letter 
which you received from Mr. Walker? — It was not. 

1045. Do not you know of your own knowledge, that Simpson took a very 
active part for Mr. Sadleir at the election ? — Yes. 

104b. Was not he reputed to be Ins bribing agent? — Never; and there was 
nobody reputed to be a bribing agent. 

1047. You say you were not employed by Mr. Sadleir at the election ?— No. 

1048. Mas Mr. Sadleir’s tally-room at your house ?— Yes ; but I had better 
explain. My house is directly opposite the Court-house, and upon three 
different occasions it was set as a committee-room; the last time but one for 
Major Gore, and the last time to Mr. Walker as conducting a°-eut. 

, 1 04 P- y »“ sa 7 you never advised William Cullen to pass an I O U to his 
lather for any sum of money ? — Never. 

1050. Or to pass any bond? — Never. 

-:051. Are yon the local attorney in matters for James Simpson ?— No ; I do 
not know what you mean by being local attorney. If he had a civil bill or 
process he might send it me to move, but I do not call that a general retainer. 

•052. Mr. Coppacl: (through the Committee ),] Did vou act for Mr. Townlev? 
— Yes. ' J ' 

1 053. And ill the last petition did yon act for Mr. Townlev also ? Yes 

’054. Mr. Townlev being unseated before this election of Mr. Sadleir Yes 

105.;. Mr. Stoner was Mr. Townler’s principal friend ?— Yes. 

1050. He, on your going back to Sligo, requested you to use all your influence 
to keep up the Townlev interest in Sligo? — Yes. 

1057. It being understood to be Mr. Townley’s intention at some future day 
to come back to Sligo ?— ' Yes ; and when I went to Slio-o from London I wrot* 
to Mr. Stonor, saying that it would be most advisable for him to come over 
anti accompany me to the different voters to solicit them on behalf of Mr 
Sadleir. 

, ^en * rom *kat moment to the present time, you conceive yourself to 

nave been acting to promote the Townlev interest in the borouo-h 0 f Slio- 0 ? 

1 es. => o ■ 

-_ 10 59 * Did you ever have a retainer direct or indirect for Mr. Sadleir 3 

Never. ’ * 



10G0. The only connexion which you had with the election 




Mr. Mons's petition ? — Ye: 

1062. Do you remember the date of it? — No. 

1003. Tlie petition was presented on the 14 th of July, and on the 29 th the 
reXc" 5 Were ,aken ‘° “ ; ' vH1 ,lmt !u ‘ 1 P .™ U1 ’ m ™°vy at all ?— No, X cannot 



nan of 



F064. ^ ou made many inquiries as to Mr. Mons, I believe ? Ye* 

106.5. And we found bonds to the extent of many thousand pounds --Several 
thousand pounds. 1 

louo. Were you h*re as a witness ? — No. 

1067. But the examiner took till the first day of this Session to decide the 

point whether those charges were enough to affect his solvency? Yes. 

iohS. Who is Mr. Alderman Walker '? — He is a merchant in Slio-o a ma 
considerable property. 0 ’ 

10(19. tlle t’me you were making these inquiries where was Mr. James 
\v alker, from whom you derived those instructions? — Either in Dublin or in 
London. 

M !0 w'u He ™ 5 not in Sligo?— H. was not in Sligo; I had no letters from 
Air. Walker for several days previous to this. 

2071. Mr. Roebuck.] Was Mr. James Walker Mr. Sadleir’s agent?— 

Mr. 
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Mr. Cnppock admitted that the fact was so. 

1072. Mr. Roebuck .] And you were acting for him ? — Yes. 

J073. Mr. Walker could not perform the duties that you were performing, 
because he was in London ? — In Dublin. 

i 074. You were in Sligo, and could perform them ? — I was in Sliffo. 



Mr. James Walker , called iu ; and Examined. 

1 07/;. Chairman .] ARE you a Solicitor in Sligo ? — I am. 

1076. Were you agent to Mr. Sadleir at the last election ? — I was. 

^ 1077. Have you been agent at previous elections for the borough of Sligo ? — 

1078. Were you agent for Mr. Townley ? — I was not his conducting agent, 
but I assisted in the election. 

1079. DM you give any instructions to Mr. Gethin on the subject of inves- 
tigating the recognizances in the petition against Mr. Sadleir’s return ? — 
Shortly after the election l left Sligo; two days after; my family were in Dublin, 
and I went there ; I did not directly give instructions to Mr. Gethin, but I wrote 
to Mr. Gethin afterwards ; the petitions were presented against the return of Mr. 
Sadleir; I went to London immediately afterwards for the purpose of arranging 

bout taking objections to the solvency of the sureties; I wrote to two persons 
from London ; I wrote to Mr. Gethin, saying that I would he greatly obliged to 
him if he could furnish me witli any information which he knew of regarding 
the solvency of Mr. Mons, the surety to Mr. Wood’s petition, and also with 
regard to this ; that I would be obliged to him if lie would furnish me with any 
information that lie knew of, as to the solvency of any of the sureties ; I men- 
tioned the three. 

1080. Mr. Roebuck.] So that he was acting as your agent? — I wrote to him 
more as a friend than an agent. 

1081. Chairman.] He is a professional man, the same as yourself? — He is so, 
but I have frequently asked him to do matters for me when I have been from 
home, and I have done the same in his absence ; it is a very common occurrence. 

1082. Mr. Deedes.] Then he was authorised by you to inquire into the 
solvency of the recognizances of Mr. Cullen and the other party r —He was, of 
both. 

1083. Mr. Roebuck.] What do you want to show us? — Nothing further than 
that I did not employ any of those parties in any way. 

1084. But you employed Mr. Gethin? — I asked Mr. Gethin to find out those 
particulars for me, but I did not instruct him to do what he states here that he 
did ; he had no instructions whatsoever from me to do anything in that way, or 
to interfere in the slightest way except to furnish me with the information. 

1085. Mr. E. C. Egerton .] And I suppose he acquainted you in London 
with the result of his inquiries? — He did; he said that there were several 
securities outstanding of Mr. Mons’ ; he gave me no information whatsoever with 
regard to the Cullens or the Rutledges ; he furnished me with a great deal of 
information regarding Mr. Mons. 

1086. Mr. Roebuck.] Supposing that Mr. Gethin had paid 50 L, and he had 
-sent you in a bill for 50 do you mean to say that you would not have paid 
him ? — I would not ; I knew nothing in the world about it. 

1 087. Mr. E. C. Eger ton.] You say that you had employed him on other occa- 
sions as an agent ; he had doue business for you ? — He did not do business for 
me ; I have frequently written to him to do little acts for me when away from 
home, iu the same way as I do for him when he is absent. 

1088. Mr. Deedes.] Were any expenses incurred by Mr. Gethin, with respect 
to the recognizances of Mr. Mons ? — None whatever. 

1089. If it had been so, should you have felt yourself justified and entitled 
to pay Mr. Gethin ? — If there were any legitimate expenses, I certainly would ; 
but I would not feel myself justified in connecting myself with a matter such as 
is mentioned. ( Four letters produced by Mr. Henry Simpson were handed to the 
Witness.) I also wrote to Mr. Simpson with regard to Mr. Mons ; the reason 
I did so was this : Mr. Simpson was engaged from time to time upon road con- 
tracts ; I knew that Mr. Mons was security for road contractors ; and I knew 
that Mr. Simpson could give me information upon it, and he did so; and I 
brought Mr. Simpson over to London, and examined him for that purpose. 

0.20. g 3 1090. Chairman.] 



Mr. M. Gethin. 
1 March i#o4. 
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1 oqo. Chairman .] When you employed Mr. Gethin for this purpose, clid you 
mention Mr. Simpson r — Not a word. 

ioi)3. You left it to his discretion: — I only asked him to procure the infor- 
mation. 

1092. Mr. Roebuck.] Just look at that letter which has been put into our 
hands by Mr. Simpson ? — Yes. 

1093. What was he to call about? — I do not recollect. 

1094. Mr. E. C. Eger ton.'] That is your own letter to Mr. Simpson? — It is. 

1095. Read it, and explain it ? — t£ Dear sir, call on my father and Mr. 
Gethin as early as possible on Wednesday morning.” 

1096. What was he to call on the 1st of August, for? — That he might furnish 
information to me with regard to those parties. 

1097. Mr. Ingham.] Where is that letter written from? — No. 4 , New' Boswell- 
court, Lincoln’s Inn, London.” 

109s. Chairman .] Have you any information to offer .to the Committee about 
that letter ?— Nothing whatever, except that I was writing to all those parties 
about the sureties; 1 knew that Mr. Simpson would mention to Mr. Gethin 
what he had heard, or perhaps mention it to my father. 

1099. Mr. E. C. Eger ton.] Were you employing Mr. Simpson then? — 
I wrote to him, and it was from Mr. Simpson’s answer to me that I brought 
him over, and examined him in London, before the examiner of recognizances. 

1100. Mr. Macternan ( through the Committee).] You say that Mr. Gethin 
was merely acting as a friend? — On that occasion he certainly was. 

1101. But he was just acting as if you had been present yourself ; doing the 
very thing that you would have done yourself? — No, I have stated not. 

1102. What more would you have done than what he did with regal'd to 
Mr. Mons ? — With regard to Mr. Mons, certainly not ; he furnished me with all 
the information certainly. 

1 103. Then, as regards Air. Mons, lie was merely doing the very act that you 
would have done if you had been in Sligo yourself? — I should say so. 

1104. You sav you did not name Mr. Simpson ? — I did not mention Mr. 
Simpson’s name, directly or indirectly, to Mr. G. j thin; I told him to call on 
him. 

1 105. You say that if Mr. Gethin had paid the 50 /., which your father gave 
to him, to Mr. Cullen, you would not have paid Mr. Gethin ? — I would not. 

1106. Will you venture to say that you would not have paid your father ? — 
I gave no money to my father ; I would not have paid my father. 

1107. if your father had handed 50 /. to Mr. Gethin, and Mr. Gethin had 
given it to Mr. Cullen, would not the money have come from you to re-imburse 
your father the 50 /. ? — No. 

iicS. What was the object of telling Mr. Gethin and Mr. Simpson to go to 
your father ? — I did not tell Mr. Gethin to go to my father ; I told Mr. Simpson ; 
and the reason of it was, that my father was in daily correspondence with me 
about the sufficiency of those sureties also ; I wrote to him, requesting him to find 
out as much as he could, and he wrote to me particularly with regard to Mr. 
Mons ; Mr. Mons is a merchant in Sligo, and he was acquainted with him. 

1 109. Did Simpson ever act as your agent ? — Never. 

1110. Will you venture to say that you did not send him for "William Rut- 
ledge, who is here, to come to you ? — Never. 

mi. Was William Rutledge in your house? — Yes; last January I was in 
the country, and one evening Mr. William Rutledge came into my house and 
told me that his son-in-law had got into a very awkward affair ; and he went on 
with an explanation regarding those recognizances ; and I told him that it was a 
matter then pending before the examiner, and that I could not interfere. 

1112. Did not he go to your house in consequence of Mr. Simpson having 
come to him from you? — I never sent Mr. Simpson to him, nor directed him to 
call on him. 

1 1 13. Did not you know that Mr. Simpson would be the means of bringing 
him to your house ? — I did not; Mr. Fenton was sitting with me when he came 
iu, and he was present at our conversation. 

1114. Did you direct, any person to look after the solvency of Mr. Cullen ? — 
I wrote to Mr. Gethin to inquire about the three sureties. 

3115. And did you name them to him ? — I did name them ; Mr. Cullen, Mr. 
Rutledge, and Mr. Mons. 

1116. Mr. 
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1 1 iG. Mr. Qyppoclt (through the Committee).'] Did you know of any one of the 
transactions relating to this petition, the charges against Mr. Sadleir, till the 
presenting of the petition ? — I did not ; the hist intimation which I got regard- 
in"' those matters was from Mr. Graham, the conducting agent of Mr. Somers; 
I met, him in the Lobby of the House of Commons, and he showed me the draft 
of a petition that he said he was about getting engrossed for the purpose of having 
it presented to the House that evening ; he allowed me to read the draft, which 
was a copy of the petition now before the Committee. 

1 1 ? 7. Were you cognizant of any one of the facts here charged to have been 
done with your concurrence, advice, and co-operation, or to have been done by 
and on behalf of Mr. Sadleir and his agents, with their or his knowledge?— 
Certainly not. 

Mr. Coppoc/t stat ed that Mr. Sadleir was quite ready to be examined, and 
that lie had Mr. Fenton in attendance if he was desired to be called. 

The Chairman stated that the Committee did not consider it material to 
take any further evidence. 



Mr. J. Walker . 
1 March 1854. 
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